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LONDON, OCTOBER 20, 1866. 
—_——~>—_- 

{gE RETIREMENT from the Bench of Lord Justice 
Knight Bruce has occasioned little surprise to the pro- 
fession. It was feared that his increasing infirmities 
would prevent his resuming his place in Michaelmas 
Term; and now it seems that he will not even be able 
to take a formal farewell of the Bar, which he would 
probably otherwise have done. When we look back at 
fhe twenty-five years during which, in the several capa- 
cities of Vice-Chancellor and Lord Justice, he has 
zealously discharged his judicial duty, we can afford to 
put aside the question which has been from time to time 
raised, whether his retirement should not have taken 
place previously, and express our sincere hope that, re- 
lieved from the strain of daily work, he may still enjoy 
many years of that dignified retirement which should 
mark the close of a life honestly spent in the public ser- 
vice. ‘Called to the ‘bar of the Honourable Society of 
Lincdln’s-inn in 1817, ‘he, in 1829, attained the rank of 
Queen’s Counsel, and, in 1841. was appointed to fill 
the post of one of the two new Vice-Chancellors. When, 
in 1851, two other judicial offices in Chancery—the 
Lords Justices —were created, he was appointed the 
senior Lord Justice of Appeal, Lord Cranworth being 
at the same time also raised from the office of Vice-Chan- 
cellor to be his colleague in the new Court of Appeal. 
If Lord Justice Knight Bruce has not materially de- 
veloped, by his judgments, the science of equity jurispru- 
dence, he certainly cannot be said to have narrowed it 
by multiplying technical distinctions. Perhaps his expe- 
rience in early life on the Welsh Circuits gave a certain 
“common law flavour” (if we may use the expression) to 
his judicial method. At any rate some of his judgments 
seem almost written for use at Nisi Prius, and there is a 
freshness and distinctive character about all of them 
which is rarely to be found in the Chancery Reports. 

His successor is to be Sir Hugh Cairns, the present 
Attorney-General, and we can only say that, while 
politicians of every shade of opinion will deeply regret 
to witness his retirement from Parliament, his appoint- 
ment as Lord Justice will be received with unmixed 
satisfaction by the whole profession. No man has had 
@ more genuine success at the bar than Sir Hugh 
Cairns, and it will be the hope of the profession that 
he may yet attain to the highest post which his pro- 
fession can offer him. 

Much interest was felt as to Sir Hugh Cairns’s suc- 
cessor, The ordinary course would have been to 
Promote the Solicitor-General to the vacant Attor- 
ney-Generalship, and although, in this particular in- 
stance, no one would have grudged Sir William Bovill 
the customary advance, it was felt that there was a diffi- 
culty arising partly from the indisputably prominent 
position occupied by Mr. Rolt in the profession, and 
partly from the well-grounded assumption that the in- 
Convenience of having two Chancery barristers as law 
officers of the Crown alone led to Mr. Rolt being 
passed over, when the present ministry came into power, 





in favour of Sir William Bovill. We understand that this 





difficulty has been met, and that Mr. Rolt has been 
selected to fill the vacant post of Attorney-General, Sir 
William Bovill retaining his present office of Solicitor- 
General. This appointment will be received with the 
greatest approbation by the profession. Mr. Rolt is by far 
the most distinguished lawyer on the Conservative side of 
the House of Commons, as well as the acknowledged leader 
amongst the Queen’s counsel practising at the Chancery 
Bar. He furnishes another example of the splendid career 
which is open at the Bar, even to the humblest aspirant. 
Mr. Rolt owes his success entirely to his own merit and 
his simple devotion to the duties which devolved upon him. 
It may be added with perfect truth, and this we regard 
as the grandest feature in his character, that he has been 
wholly unspoiled by his success, and is as considerate for 
the feelings of others as if he occupied the humblest post 
in the profession, He was called to the Bar, at the Inner 
Temple in 1837 (four years before Sir W. Bovill), and was 
unusually soon appointed a Queen’s Counsel (in 1846, nine 
years before the present Solicitor-General attained the 
same position). In 1851, when Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley was appointed a Vice-Chancellor, Mr. Rolt was men- 
tioned -as eminently fit for the post, but his standing 
was scarcely sufficient to justify the appointment; 
and now Vice-Chancellor Kindersley has earned his 
retiring pension (by fifteen years service) before Mr. 
Rolt has received the just reward of all his labours. But 
the victory is not always to the swift, and although for 
many reasons it would perhaps have been more grate- 
ful to him had the appointment been made earlier, it 
has, nevertheless, come in ‘plenty of time for his fame. 
Mr. Rolt has not spoken much in Parliament, but his 
speech on the Reform Bill in 1860 made a marked im- 
pression on the House, and proves that he will be a 
valuable help to the present Government in the Reform 
struggle which will inevitably come early in the session, 
and in which the absence of Sir Hugh Cairns will be 
severely felt. 

We cannot conclude this notice without expressing 
our respect for the manner in which Sir William 
Bovill has conceded his claims upon this occasion. To 
say that his conduct has been such as all those who 
knew him would have expected from him, would be to do 
him scanty justice. His unselfishness will not be lost 
upon the profession, where it can be best appreciated. 


BEFORE MICHAELMAS TERM draws toa close the public 
will, in all probability, be made thoroughly acquainted, 
through the medium of the Court of Chancery, with the 
history of the rise, progress, and fall of Barned’s Bank- 
ing Company. During the last week a glimpse has 
been afforded of the nature of the evidence which 
will then be disclosed. For some time past exami- 
nations have been going on before a special ex- 
aminer appointed by the Court of Chancery, and a 
statement purporting to be a resumé of the evidence thus 
taken was, a few days ago, laid before a meeting of the 
shareholders held at Liverpool. When we state that 
this resumé was prepared by the solicitor for some of the 
contributories, Mr. Joel Emanuel, who declared that 
he had “no doubt whatever that the shareholders would 
get off,” and that it was laid before the meeting as the 
prelude to a request for three guineas all round, for the 
purpose of contesting the shareholders’ liability in the 
Court of Chancery, it is needless to add that it was 
entirely of an ex parte character. It has, however, been 
male the subject of considerable comment in the daily 
journals, of which we think the parties implicated 
have good right to complain. It appears to us of more 
than doubtful propriety to publish at all extracts from 
evidence given before an officer of the Court of Chancery, 
but as yet unpublished in the course of proceedings. 
Evidence thus prematurely and partially disclosed 
has certain weight attached to it which a mere ev 
parte statement would not possess, and which yet, from 
the absence of the context, may fail to convey any- 
thing like an accurate idea of the general effect of the 
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evidence. We understand that these yiews have been 50 
strongly entertained in some quarters that both Mr, 
Emanuel and some of the Liverpool newspapers have 
been. threatened with legal proceedings In. conn: 
with the publication of this evidence. 

The Daily. News, in an able leading article on the 
subject a few days since, gives verbatim on one very 
important point, Mr. Emanuel’s report of the evidence, 
which, if we are rightly informed, is far from accurate. 
Into this, however, we do not propose to enter, merely 
cautioning our readers against placing too much re- 
liance on these ex parte statements; but we think it 
may be well to call attention to some of the ques- 
tions whieh will have to be determined when the 
matter comes before the Court. It is stated in the article 
in the Daily News that ‘there were to be 40,000 shares, 
and of these one half, or 20,000, representing a million 
of capital, were subscribed for according to previous 
arrangement by two insolvent concerns—the Contract 
Corporation, and the Joint-Stock Discount Company... . 
Now that these companies are in liquidation it is found 
that their articles of association do not authorise subserip- 
tions for shares in a joint-stock bank, and the legal and 
bond fide shareholders have to bear the whole burden of 
responsibility to the creditors.”’ It may be satisfactory to 
some of our readers to learn (as they may do by perus- 
ing other reports of Mr. Emanuel’s speech), that these 
remarks are not well founded. In the first place, the 
number of shares taken by or on behalf of the two com- 
panies named was much less than 20,000, and these 
shares were in no instance allotted to the apni 
themselves, but always to nominees on their alf, and 


the names of these nominees are still on the register. 
We need hardly say that their liability will be most 
strenuously contested; but it remains to be seen whether 
they will succeed in freeing themselves, even although 
it should turn out that the companies for whom they 
purported to take the shares were acting ultra vires. In 


the case of one of these companies, however—the Con- 
tract Corporation—it will, we understand, be contended 
that their articles of association authorised the taking of 
shares in a banking company. 

The main question for determination, which is one of 
the utmost importance, appears to have been rather lost 
sight of. We will assume that most of the shareholders 
can show that they bave been deceived by the directors 
to such an extent as would, according to recent decisions, 
free them from their liability as shareholders if the com- 
pany were still carrying on its business, and the question 
were one between them and the other members of 
the company. The question still remains, which we have 
recently discussed at length, whether they are freed from 
liability as contributories when the conflict is between 
them and the creditors who have trusted the company 
for many months in the ordinary course of business, 
lending them money and giving them credit, from which 
profits have undoubtedly accrued to the company even if 
they have been swallowed up by previous liabilities? It 
would appear that the directors trusted to the apparent 
wealth and respectability of the Messrs. Mozley, and: 
were satisfied, without personal investigation, of the 
stability of the concern, and that the shareholders trusted 
to the supposed probity and intelligence of the directors, 
and on their part made no inquiries. If they have been 
deceived, will it turn out that the creditors who trusted 
the company by reason of the names upon its register of 
shareholders have in their turn been deceived in so doing 
and that they have been lending their money, not to an 
incorporation of these shareholders, but to a mere name 
which had no real existence at all? Much may doubtless 
be said on both sides of the question, but it is obviously 
one which strikes at the very root of the credit of joint- 
stock companies, 

THE LAw SocIzeTIES OF MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 
have recently made fresh representations to Lord Derby 
concernifig the insufficiency of the existing judicial 
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arrangements in the county of Lancaster, and, ag 
isp real’ arid substantial cause of complaint, we 

tile doubt that some attempt to ‘give redress w 
iifide in the approaching session. The change 
Lord Westbury, whereby Yorkshire was removed frig 
the Northern Circuit and Manchester was created a 
assize’.town, has not proved satisfactory. 
has beegme more than equivalent to York, whilst ty 
Liverpool cause list is as heavy as ever, althongh th 
Manchester causes have been removed: from it, Ty 
truth is that as long as the only assize town for South 
Lancashire was Liverpool, suitors and attorneys wey 
alike reluctant to commit their causes to the “rambk 
scramble” mode in which business was of necessity go 
through. Hence both the Liverpool list proper and th 
Manchester’ list did not reach their proper dimensions 
but now that an opportunity is offered they have both 
assumed formidable:proportions. The circuit, th 
has not been materially lightened, and now, as formerly, 
is almost beyond the strength of two judges of assize, 

Something, then, must be done, and the object of Lon 
Chelmsford should be to do what is necessary with 
little interference as may be with existing interests, 
Dashing schemes of circuit re-arrangement are 
interesting but they are wholly impracticable. They an 
not demanded either by the public or by the profg 
sion. The only change really required is as to the 
Northern Circuit, and we believe that no other need be 
interfered with in any respect. The Oxford and the 
Western certainly require no alteration, and the counties 
included within their limits have their legal interests well 
attended to. The Norfolk has scarcely enough busines, 
but, if added to at all, it must be at the expense of the 
Midland which is heavy indeed, but not too heavy even 
with the addition of the new Leeds Assize. Possibly, 
when Birmingham has a separate assize, the circuit may 
not be unwilling to part with another county or two to 
their Norfolk brethren, and the total abolition of the assize 
at Oakham, would save a couple of days. The prisoneror 
two yielded by Rutland could surely be tried without all 
the formality of a separate commission. The Home 
Circuit is not too long at present, and to allow mon 
time would only encourage litigants from other counties 
to change the venue of their causes on slight pretexts, 
and so throw additional labour on the already over 
worked jurors of Surrey. The two Welsh circuits are 
already arranged as conveniently as possible. 

Assuming, therefore, that the Northern alone willl 
dealt with, the obvious course would seem to be to d- 
vide it. Let two judges go only to Lancashire, and 
third judge go the north-eastern division of the circuit 
which would include Cumberland, Northumberland, and 
Durham, On the conclusion of his work he could join 
his brethren in Lancashire, and thus at Liverpool, at 
any rate, there would be three judges to accom 


the business. The course we suggest is not without | 
The North and South Wales circuits are | 
travelled by single judges who join each other at Chester | 


precedent. 


where the gaol and civil business are both heavier, and 
their combined services are required. We may add that 
our scheme would involve the appointment of only one 
additional judge, and would cause little or no disturbance 
of professional interests. Even at present, although 


Lancashire and the northern counties nominally make | 


up one circuit, the barristers who are most prominent 
in one part are in the background in the other. I 

it may be safely asserted that a half of the Lancashire 
bar never visit the rest of the counties on the circuit 
at all. 





BARRISTERS AND THEIR FEES, 


We offered, not long ago, somewemarks upon the pay- | 


ment of counsel’s fees, which have since been made the 
subject of discussion by correspondents, not merely ia 
our own columns but also in those of a contemporary. 
The writers of the letters in question are, it would ap 
pear, both junior barristers, Each professes to deal with 
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uestion especially in the interests of the junior bar, 
a they differ from one another widely, not only in their 
conclusions but in their estimate of the facts of the 
case; and we find ourselves compelled to differ as widely 
from both. A ‘ 

A gentleman who signs himself “ A Stuff Gown,” states, 
in a letter addressed to a Dublin contemporary, and no 
doubt believes that he is perfectly accurate in the state- 
ment, that “ bar etiquette requires that barristers shall 
not accept briefs unless they get the fees with them, and 
that gentlemen who do otherwise violate, in a most im- 

¢ particular, the unwritten law of the profession ;” 
put, unless that “unwritten law” is to be found else- 
where than in the consensus omniwm bonorum of the pro- 
fession (and, being unwritten, we do not see where else 
it can be found), we do not hesitate to assert that no 
such rule of professional etiquette exists. “A Stuff 
Gown,” indeed, appears to be an Irish barrister, and it 
might perhaps be suggested that such a rule, though 
entirely unknown in England, may prevail in Ireland; 
but we have not merely the fact that the Irish Code of 
Bar Etiquette was admittedly framed on the English one, 
and therefore must be presumed to differ therefrom only 
when some written evidence of difference, some statute law 
of the profession, can be produced, but also the concurrent 
testimony of several distinguished junior counsel in Ire- 
land that no such rule, in their opinion, isin force. 

“ A Stuff Gown ” further says that “ the assertion it is 
usual for a junior barrister to be paid his fees beforehand 
is simply untrue,” but in this we simply disbelieve him. 
In England certainly—in Ireland to the best of our infor- 
mation and belief—it is as rare for a client to pay his 
counsel’s fees in advance (when he is in the habit of re- 
gularly employing such counsel) as it is for a lady to pay 
ready money at a shop where she is in the constant habit 
of dealing. True, if a solicitor of note or respectability 
sends a stray brief to any barrister, it is usual to send the 
fee along with it, but so well unders is this prac- 
tice that we have frequently heard counsél say : “I have 
received a brief from so and so, in such a case, but I 
don’t consider him a new client, for he has sent the fee 
with it.” The rule of etiquette which does exist—and 
which we believe to be the one to which “ A Stuff Gown ” 
was attempting to refer—is that modification which has 
been ingrafted on the rule requiring counsel to accept the 
first offered retainer. Although it is true that counsel 
cannot, with propriety, refuse a brief properly offered, 
unless he has been previously retained on the other side, 
yet this rule only applies when the fee is offered along 
with the brief, and he is at liberty, but not required, to 
refuse to accept papers sent to him without the fee. 

But if we agree with “An ill-paid Junior Barrister” * on 
the question of fact at issue between him and his antagonist, 
we can by no means accede to that gentleman’s view of the 
practice in question. So far from considering the pre- 
sent system a “practice which is a dishonour to the pro- 
fession,” we are satisfied that, on the whole, it works to 
the benefit of counsel and client alike. We do not desire 
to go again over the ground already taken in our former 
article.t Our readers will recollect that we there proved, 
or attempted to prove, that even assuming the system 
thus objected to to be bad, it bears more hardly upon the 
solicitor than the barrister; but we would call attention 
to a few considerations which seem to us to show how 
little substance there is in the complaints of the “ Ill-paid 
Barrister.” 

He complains that, having done his work, he is obliged 
to wait for payment “ until it suits my employer’s perfect 
convenience.” If this is intended as a representation of 
the ordinary practice of the profession, it is a gross cari- 
cature; if of the exceptional action of a few of those 
whom “A Stuff Gown” calls “knavish attorneys,” the 
remedy is in counsel’s.own hands, All respectable soli- 
citors pay the counsel whom they regularly employ at 
fixed periods; monthly, half-yearly, annually, or as may 


t 10 Sol, Jour, 1069, 





* 10 Sol. Jour, 997, 





be understood or agreed; and if this be not done, the 
“Til-paid Barrister” had better conclude that “the 
first loss is-the least,” and, by refusing any longer 
to work for such a client, free himself from the 
risk of “unrewarded labour.” We know, indeed, as 
we stated in our former article, that there are some 
attorneys who go from counsel to counsel, empl 

each just as long as they can do so without being fo 

to pay, and then leaving him to fasten upon a new 
victim; so there are “gentlemen ” who victimise trades- 
man after tradesman, exhausting their credit at shop 
after shop in manner precisely similar. But both one 
and the other are the exception and not the rule, and 
when an “ [ll-paid Barrister ” asserts the contrary of the 
attorneys, he only shows either that he is totally igno- 
rant of the subject, or that he is one of those unfortu- 
nates who are, from whatever cause, always found in 
every walk of life, the especial prey of the dishonest of 
their kind. To say that because there is here and there 
a rascal who does not pay his counsel therefore the 
system of regular accounts is “ as unfair as it is unjust,” 
is about as reasonable as to say that because John Styles 
does not pay his tailor’s bills, therefore no gentleman 
ought to have a current account at his tailor’s. 

But not only are the defaulters in this matter so com- 
paratively few as to be hardly worth notice in reference 
to a practice like the present, which applies to the whole 
profession, but the amount of business which they have 
is generally inconsiderable, and therefore the extent to 
which anyone can be victimised before he has had ample 
opportunity for finding out the delinquent is but small; if, 
after that, he trusts him, he has only his own greediness or 
timidity to blame. And whileon this point we would reply 
to the “‘Ill-paid Barrister’s ” question, “ What barrister can 
appeal to the Law Institution, or any similar institution, 
a body of attorneys, to ‘ bring to bear upon any peccant 
client the weight of the public opinion of an honourable 
profession,’ and hope that so troublesome a customer as 
he has proved himself to be will be resortedto by the 
profession again ?”’? Our experience, and that of numerous 
others for whom we can speak, is this:—1. That if is 
seldom necessary actually to appeal to the Law Institu- 
tion, the mere threat of doing so ordinarily brings the 
fees. 2. That the particular client threatened or ex- 
posed seldom, if ever, gives his “troublesome ” counsel 
any more business (though we know instances to the 
contrary even of this); but then a client whose conduct 
requires so stringent a proceeding is,in our opinion, a good 
riddance. 3. That we never heard of any instance in 
which counsel’s position with any other client was in- 
juriously affected by such an appeal, and that. on the 
contrary, the profession in general (and especially 
men of the character and position of those who form 
the Council of the Institution) are but too grateful to 
any one who will aid them in repressing any conduct 
calculated to bring the profession into disrepute. 

But, passing from the few instances of rogues who 
do not pay their counsel, to the practice of the great 
body of the profession who pay honourably at stated 
periods, we consider this practice a convenience to 
counsel themselves, even greater than it is to the solici- 
tors. The principal advantages are three in number: 
—1. It conduces to permanence of employment. When 
a client has a regular running account with any 
particular counsel, he has naturally an induce- 
ment to send business to him in preference to any 
other, which he would not have were every transaction 
separately paid for; and this is of considerable advantage 
even to the successful barrister, but it is of the highest 
moment to the young and struggling counsel, to whom 
“a new client” is an event, and who hails the commence- 
ment of a “monthly account” as the inauguration of a 
new course of business. 2. It isa great convenience 
in keeping accounts. How few men could hope, were 
every guinea earned by them to be paid separately in 
cash, to make even a reasonable guess at their income, or 
to regulate their expenditure on any intelligible basis; 
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whereas, when the bulk of their income assumes the 
form of regular monthly or annual payments, and the 
stray fees are treated merely as “ wind-falls,”’ the whole 
system of accounts with oneself (a severe, though 
most necessary, tax on the time of a man of business) is 
amazingly simplified. 3. It supplies a ready and effi- 
cient check upon the clerk. We believe that barristers’ 
clerks are, on the whole, as honest as any other 
similar body, of men, but no man is the better for 
being “trusted with untold gold;” in other words, for 
having the handling of another man’s money without 
any possibility of having his honesty in the administration 
of it tested. This is, however, exactly the position of a 
barrister’s clerk, where his master’s fees are paid in gold 
along with the papers. Where, however, the fees are 
paid periodically by cheque, a test is thus supplied, 
reasonably sufficient to enable the master to discover 
whether all the fees which are actually paid are also 
paid over. Among the few instances of peculation on 
the part of counsel’s clerks which have come to our 
knowledge, the fees purloined have in every case been 
moneys paid in gold and signed for by the clerk at the 
time, but which never found their way into the fee-book. 

One further observation, and we have done. There is 
no foundation for the insinuation that the practice of 
running accounts prevails only in the case of juniors. 
The greatest leaders in the profession run their monthly 
and annual accounts with their habitual clients, just as 
do others; and in the case of one, admittedly vel primus 
vel inter primos, we happen to know that by far the 
largest portion of his professional income is received 
annually in August and September. 

With these remarks we leave the question, so far as it 
regards the barrister, in the hands of our readers. So 
far as it regards the client, we have already expressed 
our views in the article before referred to. 





PARLIAMENTARY REGISTRATION.—IV. 

The only form in which the decision of a revising bar- 
rister can be appealed against, is that of a special case, 
stated by the barrister for the opinion of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, which is then argued by counsel on each side 
in the ordinary way. Inasmuch as the revising barrister 
is the sole judge of all facts, and questions purely of law 
are the only ones on which consequently appeal is 
allowed, this method is at first sight faultless. Nothing 
would seem more equitable than that the judge of the 
facts should state them, impartially as between the op- 
posing parties, and state also the question of law, and 
the manner in which he has in the first instance decided 
it; it agrees with the practice of other courts, except 
that the judge himself, and not a private arbitrator, 
finds the facts, and states the special case upon them— 
a change which ought to be rather for the better than 
the worse. There is, however, an evil, which might 
very simply and easily be remedied, in the present system. 
A revising barrister, having full discretionary power to 
grant or refuse a case, is always open to the temptation 
of refusing one, for the sake of his own credit, especially 
when the point decided by him is not of great general 
importance. Money is not so plentiful with registration 
societies as that agents should seek to incur the expense 
of an appeal unless they have a firm conviction that 
the revising barrister is wrong, or the question involves 
so large a number of votes as to be worth the risk, and 
even then no sensible agent would dream of trying an 
appeal if the law seemed against him. In the latter 
case, where the point is at once doubtful and important, 
an appeal will pretty certainly be allowed. The revising 
barrister feels that he will be setting before the Court a 
really weighty question, and his natural reluctance that 
his decision should be disputed is easily overcome, In 
the former case he may be tempted to refuse a case 
improperly, yet not without plausible grounds, A revis- 
ing barrister, newly appointed perhaps, gives a decision 
on o small point which arises suddenly, and the agent 





against whom judgment goes asks for a special cag, 
The revising barrister, knowing that the agent, probably 
more experienced in registration law than himself, woulj 
never do so in so small a matter without very strong cop. 
victions, and perhaps also doubting his own decision oy 
further reflection, yet unable to reverse it, knows that jf 
the appeal is heard his credit will suffer, and the vote 
whose doubtful claim he has allowed will probably be dis. 
franchised, while a good deal of expense will be incurred 
one party or both; what more natural than fortify him. 
self with the support of the agent in whose favour he 
has decided to say that this is so trivial a point that ay 
appeal ought, in the interests of all parties, to be refused? 
It is a peaceable and economical suggestion, and has but 
the one demerit of disregarding strict justice. 

It will perhaps be said that this evil is inevitable 
since judges must after all be trusted to do their duty, 
and, further, that the same method works very well in 
the superior courts, where judges at Nisi Prius can and 
often do refuse to reserve leave to move for a new trial 
on the ground of misdirection (which practically ig 
equivalent to a revising barrister refusing an appeal), 
But the cases are not parallel in all their circumstances; 
the fifteen judges are the very heads of the legal profession; 
their eccentricities of temper or opinion are strongly con- 
trolled by the presence of a bar unconcerned in the point 
at issue, and well able to form opinions upon it, and by 
the publicity of their courts, as well as by their own sense 
of responsibility. Revising barristers are chosen from 
the middle ranks of the profession, for no special know- 
ledge of that branch of the law; there is probably no one 
present (in spite of the theoretical publicity of registra- 
tion courts), who is at all competent to form an opinion, 
except the two agents who are interested in supporting 
the opposite views of the matter, so that no impartial per 
son is likely to know of a wrong decision made by a re 
vising barrister, and the safeguard of responsibility is 
practically lost. That revising barristers are on the 
whole to be trusted to act rightly we gladly acknow- 
ledge; we have even laid stress on it in a previous 
article. But nevertheless it may well be doubted whether 
it is wise to leave the least competent among them ex- 
posed to a temptation which comes in so specious a form, 

The remedy suggested is to take away from revising 
barristers the power of refusing an appeal, at least on 
points not actually decided. If the discretion of granting 
or refusing were entirely taken away the result would, 
in practice, be the same; no agent would dream of press 
ing for an appeal in face of a clear decision of the Court 
of Common Pleas, or even if the revising barrister ex- 
pressed an opinion that a reported case not exactly in 
point was nevertheless near enough to govern the present 
instance, even if regard for his own credit did not hinder 
him from so foolish a course, his friends would ass 
decline to support him, That a reform of this ki 
however, is at all urgently required no one would venture 
to assert, in the face of the number of trumpery points 
which have at different times been referred to the Court 
of Common Pleas. Only if the entire registration system 
could be thrown into the crucible and recast in a new 
and scientific form, it might be well to consider whether 
revising barristers ought to remain practically more 
despotic and irresponsible than the judges of the land. 

There is a theoretical defect in the whole system of 
English law, familiar to all who have studied its prin- 
ciples, which, neverthess, has great practical advantages, 
and may, perhaps, have an intimate connection with that 
law of personal freedom of which we are, as a nation, 
justly proud. No machinery existe for bringing to trial 
any doubtful point, unless and until two persons aré 
found sufficiently litigious to try it out. How many 
difficult questions arise which are smothered by compro- 
mise before trial, every member of the profession knows 
full well, There is a practical certainty that jf a point 
is really important it will recur, and before long 
the necessary condition for its being tried out will be 
found, in the shape of two wealthy and obstinate liti- 
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gants, or @ poor and desperate one on the weaker side; 
and thus in general no harm is done by the entirely 
yoluntary character of the English law. It may well be 
doubted, however, whether this holds good in respect of 
registration law; at any rate, whether it would hold good 
in an ideal system over which political agents did not reign 
supreme. Even at present doubtful questions are fre- 
quently left undecided by the Court of Common Pleas, 
because the parties against whom the hesitating judg- 
ment of the revising barrister has been given are not 
sufficiently confident to risk being burdened with the 
whole costs, which would probably befal them if the Court 
should confirm the original decision. Again, similar 
points may arise in places where there is no political 
organization, and where, consequently, there are no funds 
whatever available for an appeal. No harm could pos- 
sibly result, and some gain would probably accrue to 
justice, if revising barristers had the power of stating a 
case unasked, when in their discretion they considered 
the point sufficiently important; such cases would occur 
but seldom, and the cost of them might very well be borne 
by the rates upon which are already charged the admi- 
nistrative expenses of registration. On this point again, 
as on the last one discussed, there is no urgent need for 
reform, but if we were creating a new system, this pro- 
vision might well find a place in it. 

That a remodelling of the registration system will be 
possible, if not inevitable, within a comparatively short 
space of time, we can scarcely doubt. All parties are 
agreed that our present system of representation is im- 
perfect, and all have committed themselves to intro- 
ducing or sanctioning a Reform bill of one kind or 
another. However irreconcilably parties may differ as 
to the exact measure to be carried, or even as to the prin- 
ciples on which it ought to be framed, sensible men of 
all sides are sincerely anxious to have the question 
settled, at least for the present, so that the continually 
recurring discussions about Reform may not impede other 
legislation, more directly practical. We are not poli- 
ticians, and have no intention of speculating as to the 
nature and extent of the changes which may be intro- 
duced, except as they concern our immediate. subject; 
but that those changes will materially affect registration 
needs no proof. Whatever else is done or left undone, it 
may be taken for granted that a large addition will be 
made to the class of occupiers in counties. This will be 
an important step towards assimulating borough and 
county constituencies; which at present, as we have be- 
fore had occasion to point out, rest on the very different 
principles of occupation and property. It will be impos- 
sible that this should not suggest an approximation at 
least, if not an identity, between their systems of regis- 
tration. Again, whatever “fancy franchises,” to use an 
opprobrious term for a very useful and necessary thing, 
may,eventually be introduced, will very possibly require 
a mode of proof somewhat different from those now exist- 
ing, or from any which we have suggested. At any 
rate, if the number of votes is materially increased, the 
amount of work entailed on revising barristers will grow 
equally, and at first, until the new franchises are well 
settled, in a much greater proportion. And if this be so, 
it will either become necessary to increase their number 
or they may fairly ask, in their own interest, for such 
reforms in the system as will lighten their labours; when 
the same demand is also urged in the far more impor- 
tant interest of the entire constituencies, it is not too 
much to expect, even from a Parliament which every 
year is harder worked, and accomplishes less of public 
legislation, that a new and scientific registration Act 
should be framed to set the whole system on a satisfac- 
tory footing. 

It is more than possible that our discussion of the 
whole subject may not have been palatable to those 
actuated by excessive party spirit, in spite of the general 
dissatisfaction at the present state of things. We are glad, 
however, to find the principles we have laid out approved 
by © correspondent who had some right to speak with 





authority (ante p. 1141). An agent values a registration 
system for the facilities it affords him of establishing the 
claims of his friend, and striking off the votes of his 
enemies; he is more than human if he does not rejoice 
at the disfranchising of his opponents, who ought to be 
duly qualified, through errors on their part or sharpness 
on hisown. A perfect register is a satisfaction even to 
him, but the register would, in his eyes, be much more 
perfect if it did not contain so many names of voters on 
the other side. The intention of the Legislature, of 
course, was to enable every person qualified to obtain the 
franchise, and the suggestions we have made have been 
of changes which would, we believe, tend to advance 
that good intention, which at present is lamentably far 
from being carried out. At what time reform in registra- 
tion may be looked for depends mainly on political consider- 
ations, on the passing of a Reform Bill, and on the leisure 
which Parliament may find for discussing what cannot 
fairly be called a crying evil; but real legislation which 
will deal with principles, and not merely with details, 
is unquestionably necessary, if there be any force in the 
homely, but venerable, saying, that what is worth doing 
at all is worth doing properly. 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
29 & 30 VicTORIA, 1866. 

Cap. LXXXIX.—An Act for vesting in the Conservators 
of the River Thames the Conservancy of the Thames and 
Isis, from Staines, in the County of Middlesex, to Crick- 
lade, in the County of Wilts; and for other purposes 
connected therewith. 

Two very important subjects in connection with the 
river Thames have for many years been discussed in the 
public press as necessary to be dealt with by Parliament: 
the one concerns the navigation of the stream above 
Teddington Lock, comprising not only that part of it 
which is below Staines, and is now in the hands of “the 
Conservators of the River Thames,” but also that which 
is above Staines, and which was, until the passing of 
the Act under consideration, vested in the “ Upper Navi- 
gation Commissioners;” the other subject relates to the 
water supply of a great part of the metropolis contri- 
buted by the five water companies established on the 
banks of the stream. And it must be admitted that these 
two great points of public health and public convenience 
are dealt with in a manner calculated to put an end to 
the numerous well-founded complaints of impure water 
and badly kept locks and weirs of which the public must 
by this time be tired of reading. 

In the year 1795, the Upper Navigation Commissioners 
were appointed by Act of Parliament, and they and their 
successors have since that time had the care of the stream 
above Staines. If what they have done is to be judged 
of by the results, it is only necessary to point out the 
fact that most of the locks are in so dilapidated a state 
as to be absolutely dangerous for navigation, and al- 
though this is the case they are saddled with a debt of 
£88,000, on which they have long ceased to pay any in- 
terest, because the tolls were insufficient for the repairs, 
and nothing remained for the mortgagees. The whole 
of the stream, from Teddington Lock up to Oricklade, 
is by this Act vested in the Conservators of the River 
Thames, who have the care of all locks, canals, works, 
toll-houses, &c., and all private ownership of looks and 
weirs is to be abolished, and the owners to be compen- 
sated. The conservators are to take such tolls for the 
navigation as they shall appoint by bye-laws, and are to 
raise monéy by mortgage and by sale of lands for the 
purposes of the Act. 

The five water companies who take water from the 
stream, namely, the Governor and Company of Chelsea 
Waterworks, the Company and Proprietors of Lambeth 
Waterworks, the Grand Junction Waterworks Company, 
the Southwark and Vauxhall Water Company, and the 
Company of Proprietors of the West Middlesex Water- 
works, are to contribute one thousand pounds each an- 
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nually [towards the funds of the conservators, the 
amount being made a first charge on their receipts after 
payment of existing debts. 

No sewer is to be allowed to pass into the Thames, 
nor is any sewage matter hereafter to be directed 
inte it while provision is made for the discontinu- 
ance of existing sewage works which so discharge 
their matter into the river. The penalty for infringe- 
ment of the section respecting the passage of sewage 
matter into the river is to be a sum not exceeding 
£100, and may be imposed on summary conviction, 
with the addition of a penalty not exceeding £50 a-day 
during every day on which the offence is continued. 
If London, so far as it is supplied by the five companies, 
does not, when this Act is in full operation, obtain pure 
water, it will be because of the impurity of the foun- 
tain head, but it must be borne in mind that a length 
of time must elapse before the sewage of such large 
towns as Reading and Abingdon and Oxford, can be 
permanently diverted from its long accustomed outlet. 
The Conservators are already at work, and their promp- 
titude affords a hope that the Legislature has provided an 
efficient remedy for the evils which are always considered 
to be the concomitants of impure water. 


Cap. XC.—An Act to amend the law relating to the pub- 
lic health. 

The Sanitary Act, 1866, received the Royal assent on 
the 7th of August, and is now in operation. The neces- 
sity for investing some person in authority with compul- 
sory powers over the matters with which this Act deals, 
can only be known to those who, having occasion to visit 
the houses of the poor, are able to appreciate the fact 
that poverty and dirt are often close allies, and that 
many persons are content to live in a poisonous and un- 
wholesome atmosphere rather than trouble themselves to 
adopt the most obvious and simple sanitary precautions. 

The Act consists of four parts, the first of which 
amends the Sewage Utilization Act, 1865; the second 
amends the Nuisances Removal Acts; the third contains 
miscellaneous provisions bearing upon the whole measure; 
and the fourth applies solely to Ireland. 

As we have so recently* commented upon the Act in 
in these columns, we shall abstain from further notice 
of its very salutary provisions until we are enabled to 
see the effect of their worklng. 


Cap. XCV.—An Act to enable the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners to make temporary advances to railway 
companies in Ireland. 

Whether or no the Irish railways will be helped out of 
their troubles by this Act is a question which will very 
probably be answered in the negative. Bad manage- 
ment, and that alone, appears to have been the cause of 
their present financial condition; and it appears more 
than likely that any railway borrowing money under this 
Act will ultimately become the property of the State, and 
be sold to the highest bidder. Unless, indeed, they alter 
their mode of doing business, and attract traffic by asking 
moderate rates and charges for passengers and goods, it 
cannot be expected that a deeper state of indebtedness 
will be of service to them. The Public Works Loan 
Commissioners will do well to satisfy themselves of the 
efficiency of the management before they lend public 
money to Irish railways. 


Cap. XOVI.—An Act to amend the Bills of Sale Act, 

1854, 

The registration of bills of sale was by the Act of 
1854, rendered compulsory, but it has been found that a 
few amendments are necessary. A definition is given of 
what constitutes the registration of a bill of sale, which 
is to be effected by the filing of the same or a copy thereof 
together with the affidavit required by the Act of 1854. 
The registration must be renewed every five years, other- 
wise it ceases to be of any effect. 

Instead of the books directed by the 8rd section of 


* 10 Sol. Jour. 1043. 








SS | 


the former Act to be kept, one book only is by the 7th 
section of this Act required to be kept, in which shall hg 
fairly inserted the particulars of each:bill of sale acconj. 
ing to the form in the schedule. These are the pring. 
pal alterations which deserve notice, the remainder ary 
of minor importance. 

Cap. Cl.—An Act to make further provision respecting the 

Sees payable in the superior courts of law at Westminster, 

and in the offices belonging thereto, and respecting th 

salaries of certain officers of those courts. 

This Act being in effect only an amendment of the Agi 
c. 45 of last session, and being more interesting to the 
officers concerned than to the general body of the pm. 
fession, requires but this passing reference to call atten. 
tion to it. 

Cap. CVIIL.—An Act to amend the law relating to securities 
issued by railway companies. 

Railway companies have become the terror of investor 
by their reckless and fraudulent borrowing of money be. 
yond the powers given them by Parliament, and as acon 
sequence no holder of railway debentures can at the pre 
sent moment be certain that his bond is of the value ij 
purports to be. It may have been issued in excess of the 
powers of the company, and there probably exist means 
of showing when or whether an over issue has taken 
place, but to arrive at that knowledge is at present very 
expensive, and no one would willingly fight a railway 
company on such a question single handed. 

By this Act, which comes into operation on the Ist of 
January, 1867, every railway company is required to 
make out half-yearly accounts of its loan capital, accord 
ing toa form to be prescribed by the Board of Trade, 
aud every shareholder, stockholder, mortgagee, bond- 
creditor, or holder of debenture stock of the company, isto 
be at liberty to peruse the account. A copy of the account 
is to be deposited with the Registrar of Joint Stock Com- 
panies within twenty-one days after the end of each hali- 
year. Each company is also to register the name of one 
or more of its officers to sign instruments under the 
Act under a penalty of £20, and £5 a-day during de 
fault. Under a penalty also it is required that every 
certificate given by a railway company for debenture 
stock shall be indorsed with a declaration signed by two 
directors, and the registered officer of the company, that 
the loan thereby raised is within the extent of the 
company’s borrowing powers. The notorious cases of 
over issue of bonds by public companies which have 
occurred within the last few years have demonstrated 
the necessity for such a supervision as this Act pre 
scribes, but it may be reasonably doubted whether the 
Act goes quite far enough. It applies only to “‘railway 
companies,” which term is interpreted to include every 
company authorised by Act of Parliament to raise any 
loan capital for the construction or working of a rail- 
way, or for any purposes connected with the conveyance 
by such company of traffic on a railway, either alone 
or in conjunction with other purposes. Now there exist 
companies other than railways, empowered by Act of 
Parliament to raise loan capital, and we can see 00 
reason why Dock and Harbour Companies, Gas Com- 
panies, Water Companies, and others should not be 
made subject to such provisions of this Act as would 
apply to them. In the end both the public and the 
companies must be benefited by the fact that a registra- 
tion of mortgage bonds is compulsory. 

Cap. CIX.—An Act to make provision for the discipline 
of the navy. 

This is an Act to consolidate and amend various pre- 
vious Acts. The greater number of its provisions call for 
no special comment, being the usyal formal specification 
of offences and punishments; but there are some which 
deserve notice. Clause 1 relates to public worship, which 
it enacts shall be performed according to the liturgy of 
the Church of England. It implies that a chaplain ia 
holy orders is to be found on board every ship in the 
navy, whereas out of 280 vessels in commission not more 
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—@. 1. Latin, 2. Greek, ancient or modern. 3. French. 
4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. , 

" With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candidate 
will be examined in one language only, according to his 
selection. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quoratron, Oct. 18, 1866. 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
t, Consols, 89} Annuities, April, ’85 12 15—16 
Die eacamani or ¢ 00h | Bo ied em Ang 109 
4 ’ x * . r Ct. m 
sper Cont, Redaced, 878 Ditto, £500, Do! pm ? 
Ditto, £100 & £200, Do pm 
Bank of England Stock, 6} per 
Ct. (last half-year) 243 
Ditto for Account, — 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
{ndia Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.’74 Ind, Enf, Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 101 
Pog ge) pala Ditto, 54 per Cent, May,79 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70 105 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, "64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, 22 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000, pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 








Railways. . |Closing Prices 





Bristol and Bxeter ......sccseseeeee 89 
Caledoni 





Glasgow and South-Western 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Ori; 
Do., West Midlan 
Do., do.—Ne Eb ..2000 eiedcbewesben 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western... 
London and South-Western 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolit 
Do., New... 
idland 


' Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 
Do., 1864 
North Staffordshi 
Scottish Central 
ORPEES WEEE, cceces <- ovsccccotecscccocoevesegecoces 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale. 
Do., C 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
























































Price 
Dividend per 
per annum | .| Paid. | share. 
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5 per cent} Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life, 
40 pe & bs} County... vee we 
8 per cent} Eagle .. 0 eae 
711s 8d pe} Equity and Law ... ose] 
71 2s 10d pe} English & Scot. Law Life; 
5 per cent | Equitable Reversionary... | 
5 percent] Do. New... eee ose 
5&3pshb| Gresham Life... | 
5 per cent} Guardian .., oes ss] 
20000] 7 per cent] Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
84 per cent] Imperial Life oa 
10 per cent| Law Fire ... ees weal 
324 pr cent] Law Life ... wel 
6 6-7 pr ct} Law Union pee Jnl 
6s p share| Legal & General Life ...! 
5 per cent| London & Provincial Law 
10 percent] ‘North Brit. & Mercantile| 
124 & bnsj Provident Life .., os 
20 per cent| Royal Exchange... el 
6h percent] Sun Fire .. se ase] ane 
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Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 
The Bank return issued to-day shows that the reserve of notes 
has decreased only to the extent of £453,665. There is a 
diminution in the amount of bullion represented by £334,143 ; 
whilst the private balances have been increased $1,323,850. 





Under ordinary circumstances there would have followed a 
lowering of the minimum rate of discount; but, knowing the 
extreme, and probably wise, caution which the Bank directors 
have for some time past exercised, no reduction was antici- 
pated, and the Court separated without effecting any. 
The advance which has taken place at Liverpool in the 
st of cotton has encouraged activity in this department of 
le, and numerous orders have been sent to the United States 
for supplies. This has led to a greater demand for remittances 
to andy it has consequently, no doubt, had its effect with 
the Bank directors in keeping the Bank minimum at its present 


rate. 

In the Foreign Stock market prices have generally declined. 
Mexicans have, however, improved upon the assurance of the 
Emperor Maximilian that he will make proper provision for 
meeting all obligations created during his reign. 

In the Railway Share market comparatively few transactions 
for bona fide investment have been recorded. mdon, Chatham, 
“= Dover — declined ig e and ape knee have been 

eavy, especially since the appearance of Mr. Weare’s - 
phlet, in which he charges the present directors with hiving 
systematically damaged the tt property by the state- 
ments which they have made. He, however, bases his faith in 
future improvement upon the ground that a great reduction in 
working expenditure may, and ought to be, effected, and he 
recommends the forming of a shareholders’ committee for united 
action in defence of their interests. 

The dealings in Bank Shares have been little more than 
nominal, and prices are unaltered in any material degree. A 
meeting of the Oriental Bank Corporation took place to-day. 
The net profits for the half-year were stated at £111,723, and a 
dividend of £1 10s. per share for that period was declared, 
leaving, with the balance from the previous six months, £26,861 
to be carried forward.. The chairman congratulated the share- 
holders upon gthe result of the bank’s operations. They had 
lost nothing by the Commercial or the Asiatic Bank, and there 
would be no loss ultimately by the aos Bank ; and, in reply to 
a shareholder, he stated the bank had lost nothing through the 
failure of Overend, Gurney, & Co. 

At a meeting of shareholders in Agra and Masterman’s 
(Limited), held to-day, it was resolved to take the necessary 
steps for resuscitating the company, and a committee of thirteen 
shareholders was nominated for that purpose. 

An order has been made for the appointment of a special 
examiner in the matter of the English Joint-Stock Bank. 

In Insurance, Gas, and Water Shares, no large amount of 
business is stirring. 

At an extraordi ne meeting of the City and County 
Assurance Company (Limited), held on Tuesday, the proposed 
amalgamation with the Empire Assurance Corporation (Limited) 
was confirmed. 

In Miscellaneous Shares there has been only a moderate amount 
of business. 

At a meeting yesterday of shareholders of Smith, Knight, & 
Co. (Limited), Mr. Arthur J. King in the chair, it was resolved 
to form a mutual defence association to resist the payment of an 
additional call of £10 per share. 

A meeting of shareholders in the General Estates Company 
(Limited) was held on Monday, at which it was resolved to 
wind-up voluntarily under the supervision of the Court. 

A defence association is being formed by shareholders in the 
Blakeley Ordnance Co. (Limited) upon the ground of misrepre- 
sentation in the prospectus. 

To-day (Thursday) Mr. Hall, the Chief Clerk, sanctioned the 
issuing of the nt four-day order for Sapenes of calls by 
twelve contributories; but it was underst that those against 
whom the order was asked were the representatives of a numerous 
class. 
The iron trade continues very dull, owing to the duration of 
the strike amongst the operatives. 








Surrey Sesstons.—The magistrates for Surrey have deter- 
mined that in future the county quarter sessions for the trial of 
prisoners shall be held at Newington only. 


Mr. E. K. Karsnake, of the Chancery Bar, Fellow of Balliol 
College, Oxford, and brother of Mr. Karslake, Q.C., is announced 
as one of the Conservative candidates for Colchester, at the next 
general election. 


Ir 1s understood that Messrs. Jones, Young & Co. have retired 
from the solicitorship to the liquidators of Overend, Gurney, & Co. 
(Limited), and that pong, , Son, Markby, & Denton 
have been appointed. Messrs. Jones, Young, & Co. were soli- 
citors to the old firm of Overend, Gurney, & Co., and felt it right 
to withdraw from any connexion with the liquidation of the 
limited company, the moment they found that questions were to 
be raised between the two concerns. 


A Frencu Crrmivau.—A remarkable case will come before 
a French Court shortly. In some respects it reminds one of 
Wainwright, of the Landon Magazine, so well known to the last 
generation of English literary and artistic celebrities, and more, 
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haps, of the crimes alleged to have been committed by the 
fate Dr. Warder. One Martin Réan, who is about to be tried at 
‘* Deux Sevres,”’ seems to have traded in the domestic affections 
in a terrible way. He is accused of having poisoned, first, his 
brother-in-law, Pierre Réan, in 1853; then, in 1856, his first 
wife, Jeanne ; in 1865, his second wife, Julie ; and in 1866, his 
daughter Adéle. It appears that Martin Réan was accustomed 
to say: “‘ The more wives you take the richer you become ;’’ and 
he is supposed to have committed the murders for which he is to 
be tried through motives of cupidity. On the death of his 
daughter Adéle, who was quite an infant, he became entitled to 
acertain sum of money settled on her by her mother. The 
prisoner has retained Maitre Lachaud, who, when a young man, 
aided in the defence of the poisoner Madame Laffarge, and who 
has since then risen to the first rank at the bar. 


Tue Etection Commissions.—The salaries payable in con- 
nexion with each of the election commissions amount to about 
£20 per day. Shorthand writing in connexion with each com- 
mission costs also about £18 per day, and allowances to witnesses 
and miscellaneous ex amount to at least £5 per day more. 
Altogether the cost of each commission may be set down at about 
£45 per day ; perhaps £50 per day woul nearer the mark. 
As each commission will peotelty sit about 50 days, the aggre- 
gate cost of each will approach £2,500, making 10,000 al 
for the four commissions. 


Court oF ALDERMEN.—On Tuesday a meeting of the magis- 
trates of the city of London was held at Guildhall, Mr. Alderman 
Finnis acting as chairman. A letter was read from Mr. Serjeant 
Payne, the Coroner for the = of London and the borough of 
Southwark, stating that he should: be glad to retire from the 
office if the Court would be pleased to grant him a retiring pen- 
sion in accordance with the geen of the Act 22 Vict. c. 26. 
He stated that he had held the office for thirty-seven years, 
having been elected in 1829. He had also for the last sixteen 
years held the office of steward of Southwark, including the judg- 
ship of her Majesty’s Court of Record within the borough, to 
which he was i by the Court of Aldermen on the decease 
of the hon. Charles Law, the recorder, who had previously held 
it. He asked the Court to favour him by taking the matter into 
consideration. On the motion of Mr. Alderman Copeland, the 
letter was forwarded to the justices in quarter sessions, and also 
referred to the general purposes committee for consideration and 
report. 


A Jupcz Surprisep.—An unwonted interference with the 
decorum and dignity of the High Court occurred the other day. 
A case had just been decided, and Mr. Roberts, the presidi 
judge, was engaged in some other business, when he was startl 
by seeing a lighted torch held over his head by some one in the 
court. On inquiry he found it was the losing party in the suit 
just decided, who said great injustice had been dv: to him, and 
he was now holding a torch to enlighten the court and enable 
them to administer justice. Mr. Roberts directed he should be 
fined fifty rupees for contempt of Court. The man proceeded to 
state his opinion still further, when he was fined 100 rupees. 
He was taken into custody, and released on the fine being paid. 
—Delhi Gazette. 


Tur Law or Cuvren Seats.—The Church of the People, 
the organ of the “ National Association for Freedom of Worship,” 
says :—The law of the land nowhere prescribes “assignment of 
seats.” The ordinary is to “ order the seats,’’ and see that “all’’ 
the parishioners “are seated.’’ The utmost that can be said is 
that he has a discretion (just as the Bishop of Durham has with 
regard to confirmation) which may be exercised in a certain way, 
which way has unhappily become the modern pew system. But 
the common law of England is the same now as it was before 
there was any appropriation whatever; and, therefore, we can- 
not propose any alteration in it. It is for the parishioners in 
every place to see that they are not ousted by all the seats in the 
church being assigned to a portion of their number. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE. 
Oct. 12.—By Mr. Frawx Lewis. 

Policy of assurance for £999, effected in the Sun Life Assurance 
Society, on the life of a gentleman aged 64 years—Sold for £420. 
Policy of assurance for £500, in the Phoenix Life Assurance Society, 

on the life of a gentleman aged 66 years—Sold for £40. 

Policy of assurance for 22,000 in the Westminster and General Life 
Assurance Association, on the life of a gentleman agsd 45 years— 
Sold for £405, 

The mortgagee’s interest (£973 13s. 4d.) on a policy of assurance for 
£1,000, in the Hand-in-Hand Life Assurance Society, on the life ofa 
gentleman aged 51 years—Sold for £170. 

Policy of assurance for £3,/00, effected with the Royal Naval, Mili- 
tary, and General Life Assurance Company, on the life of a gentle- 
man aged 45 years—Sold for £60. 

Mestgagney interest (£1,034) on a policy of assurance for £3,000, in 
the Hand-in-Hand Life Assurance Company, on the life of a gentle- 
man, aged 44 years ~Sold for £450. ~ 

Lease (20 years unexpired) at £20 per annum, of those manufacturing 





premises known as the York-road Ironworks, Brunton-st, Comme, 
cial-road, together with plant and GP ewe for £590, 
Leasehold, 4 houses, Nos. 5 to 8,St. Leonard’s-street, Bro by. 
Bow, producing £63 14s. per annum; term, 21 years from 1860, a 
£18 per annum—Sold for £160. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


DEATHS. 
ag atom os. ae o rere fae. =. Govettnate Esq, 
‘or many years uty Ju vi of her ' 
Portemouth aged 7. ° si — or Hanete's ene 
LATHAM—On Oct. 12, at Bournemouth, Charles Latham, Esq,, only 
son of Wm. Latham, Esq., Solicitor, Melton Mowbray, aged 23, 
SHAPTER—On Oct. 13, at Clarendon-place, Hyde-park- rdens, Harry 
George Gibbs, younger son of John Shapter, Esq., Qc. aged 21, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


@Hnding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Fripay, Oct, 12, 1866. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Crenver and Wheal Abraham United eins Company (Limited), 
Petition for winding up, presented Oct 8, directed to be heard be 
fore the Vice-Warden, at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, Lon. 
don, on Wednesday, Oct 31, at 12. Any contributory or creditor 
may appear at the hearing and oppose the same, provided he has 
given at least two clear days’ notice to the petitioners, such notice 
to be forwarded forthwith to P. P. Smith, Esq., Secretary of the 
Vice-Warden, Truro. Carlyon & Co, Truro, agents for Kimber 
& Ellis, Gresham-house, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Pile, Spence, & Co. (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
Oct 5, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Nov3, 
Hillyer & Fenwick, Fenchurch-street, solicitors for the petitioner, 

Saloon Steam Packet Company (Limited).—Petition for — 
presented Sept 25, directed to be heard before the Master 
Rolls on next petition day. Clarkson & Co, Carter-lane, Doctor's 
commons, solicitors for the petitioner. 

TuEsDAY, Oct. 16, 1866. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Accidental and Marine Insurance Corporation (Limited).—Petition 
for winding-up, presented Oct 10, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart on the next petition day. Harrison & Lewis, 
Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvuxrspay, Oct. 16, 1866, 
onmait Friendly Society, School-house, Sedgefield, Durham. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Oct. 12, 1866. 
a Ann, London-st, Fitzroy-sq. Sept 30. Vinnicombe v Walker, 
V. C. Stuart. 


Arthur, Mary Ann, Mitcham-common, Widow. Oct 1. Arthur 9 
Arthur, V. C. Stuart. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wiet. car. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Oct, 12, 1866. 
Bagle . Chas, Grove-house, Fulham, Market Gardener. Nov 1, Park 
elson, Essex-st, Strand. 

Braham, Geo Isaac, Bath, Somerset, Optician. Nov 1. Messrs. In- 
man, Bath. 

Crook, Wm Jas, Five Houses, Clapton, Esq. Dec 1. Rooks & 0, 
Eastcheap. 

Dennis, John, White Lion-st, Chelsea, Publican. Jan 1. Watkins & 
Co, Sackville-st. 

Faithfull, Rev Geo David, Lower Heyford Rectory, Oxford, Clerk. Dee 
1. Norris, Tenbury. 

Gadsby, Edwd, Cloth-fair, Smithfield, Warehouseman. Nov 23, 
Goteey New North-rd. 

Ha: , Thos Oxford, Harriett-ter, Holloway, Gent. Nov 18, Messrs 


obinson, Basinghall-st. 
Hutchison, Eliza, Soest, Brompton, Widow. Decl. Stacpoole, 
Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad-st. 
ao Quarnford, Stafford, Traveller. Nov 14, Challinor 


Ledger, Solomon, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Builder. Nov 18. Hayes, 
Gainsborough. 

inate, Jas, Hipperholme, York, Esq. Dec 1. Messrs Chambers, 

ghouse. 

Sunderland, wt O Hipperholme, York, Widow. Dec 1. Messrs 

Chambers, Brighouse. 
Turspay, Oct, 16, 1866. 

Alliban, John, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Dec 12, Mason, Birm. 

Ashley, Joseph, Chatham, Kent, Wine Merchant. Nov 8. A 

Bagusll’ Froai: Wye House Asyiam, Baxton, Dechy; Lunatic. Dee! 

, Fredk, Wye House Asylum, Buxton, 4 » 

Smith & Hinde, Sheffield. ' : ‘ 

Bennion, Mary Ann, Wrexham, Denbigh, Spinster. Dec 1. Panton, 
Plas Fron, nr Wrexham. 

Brant, Isanc, Offenham, Worcester, Coal Dealer. Nov 10, Amphlett, 


Redditch, 
Calvert, Edmd Sexton Pery, Esq, Furneux Pelham-hall, Herts, Nov 
Western & Sons, Gt James st, Bedford-row, 
a Wm Jas, Esq, Five Houses, Clapton, Dec 1. Rooks & Co, 
to! 


Dohert ChasEdmd, Leamington, Warwick, Col. 13th Light Dragoons 
Dec it M. & F. Davidson, Spring-gardens, . 
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than eighty have chaplains. In the absence of a chaplain 
it is to be presumed that the duty would devolve on the 
commanding officer. By clause 16 striking a superior 
officer is not punishable by death when no weapon is 
used, but by penal servitude. Clauses 25 and 26 render 
civilians. who may incite to or assist in the desertion of 
persons subject to the Act liable to certain heavy peral- 
ties on summary conviction before a justice of the peace. 
Clause 27 defines the penalty for profane swearing and 
other immoralities; but it is to be feared that the en- 
actment is rarely if ever carried out, at least if we may 
judge by the ordinary conversation of the seamen in our 
fleet. The 52ud clause defines the punishments which 
may be inflicted, and which are classed under eleven 
heads, and the next clause contains elaborate regulations 
with regard to the manner in which the punishments are 
to be carried out. Clauses 58 to 64 are very important, 
as defining the constitution and powers of courts martial. 
The decisions of naval courts martial being notoriously 
partial—often absurdly lenient, more frequently cruel 
and unjust—it might have been expected that in a new 
enactment steps would have been taken to ensure a due 
administration of justice, but in this respect this Act 
fails as completely as any of its predecessors. The in- 
terest of admirals and captains are carefully protected, 
notso those of the junior officers. The former are to be 
tried by their peers, the latter by their superiors, for 
although commanders and lieutenants may sit on courts 
martial, yet they are not to do so if officers of higher 
rank can be assembled for the duty. 

The interests of officers of the Royal Marines are en- 
tirely lost sight of, for these officers are excluded from 
all naval courts martial, although subject to the juris- 
diction of such courts when: ¢mbarked in her Majesty’s 
ships. Military courts martial are not famous for the 
propriety of their jadgments, but they will bear a most 
favourable comparison with naval courts, and it is to be 
hoped that in any future legislation for the discipline of 
the fleet, the constitution of courts martialin the navy 
may be assimilated to the fairer and more English 
system adopted in the army. There are the usual saving 
clauses in regard to the prerogative of the Queen, the 
authority of the ordinary courts of justice, &c. 


Cap. CXIII.—An Act to amend the Act providing super- 
annuation allowances to officers of unions and parishes, 
and to make other amendments in the laws relating to 
the relief of the poor. 


The first section of this Act brings superintendent 
registrars and registrars of births and deaths within the 
operation of the Act 27 & 28 Vict. c. 42, and, by the 
2nd section, relieving officers, who have at the same time 
held the office of registrar, are not thereby to be disquali- 
fied from receiving a superannuation allowance. With 
regard to parochial official appointments it is provided 
that no person can be overseer and assistant overseer at 
the same time, and that in small parishes the justices 
may appoint one overseer only, and if a fit person cannot 
be found in the parish an inhabitant householder of an 
adjoining parish may be appointed to act as such over- 
seer, at an annual salary to be paid out of the poor-rate. 
In any parish the same person may hold jointly the 
offices of churchwarden and overseer. In secluded 
parishes a difficulty must at times occur in finding suit- 
able persons to fill all the parish offices, and this Act will 
in such places be immediately put in operation. The 
remainder of the Act relates to details of minor impor- 
tance, and as this is one of those nondescript measures 
comprising a number of perhaps necessary, but insignifi- 
cant, changes in parish law, those of our readers who are 
clerks to boards of guardians, or vestry clerks, will do 
well to carefully examine its provisions. 


Cap. CXIV.—An Act to amend the Public Libraries Act. 


The Public Libraries Act, 1855, is by this Act extended 
to Scotland, and several amendments found necessary for 
its efficient working are introduced, 





REVIEW. 


The History of Usury. By J. B. C. Murray, Philadelphia, 

J. B. Lippincott & Co. 1866. 

This work, except in an historical point of view, does not 
possess any great interest for English readers. The abolition 
of the usury laws has rendered an ra into their history 
and policy superfluous, but on the other side of the Atlantic 
they exist in a more or less stringent form in every state. 
In his own country, therefore, Mr. Murray’s careful book 
will probably be useful and popular. 

- The author commences by tracing the history of 
from the earliest times among the Jews, who, although for- 
bidden to lend to their brethren upon usury, were permitted 
to take whatever interest they could f from the Gentile. *‘ Unto 
a stranger thou mayest lend upon usury, but unto thy 
brother thou shalt not lend upon usury.” "He then discusses 
usury amongst the Romans, and descending to a more 
modern period, gives an account of English legislation, home 
and colonial, and of American law on the subject. We are 
glad to find the writer strongly in favour of free trade in 
ealings between borrower and lender. In this, as on many 
other commercial subjects, English opinion seems to be in 
advance of American. But the arguments of men like Mr. 
Murray must eventually have their due weight, and we may 
hope ere long to see the truth of Lord John Russell’s dictum, 
that the repeal of the usury laws is a measure in the present 
age ‘*innocuous alike to the borrower, the lender, and the 
tate,” recognised at Washington as well as Westminster. 





COURTS. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART'S CHAMBERS. 
(Before Mr. Hau.) 

Oct. 12.—Williams v. Cambrian Railway Co—This was 
a summons to be at liberty to file interrogatories, time 
having expired. 

Seven days asked and allowed. 

Wilkin for plaintiff. 

Bircham & Co for defendants. 

Sedgwick v. Watford, &c. Railway.—This was a summons 
for a month’s further time to put in a voluntary answer. 
The bill was filed in May last. No interrogatories delivered. 
In July the bill was amended, and the only amendment 
made was that one of the defendants having died before the 
bill was filed, his executors were made parties. 

Ten days allowed on payment of costs. 

Lowe for plaintiff. 

Blenkinsopp for defendants. 


Drawbridge v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Co. 
Gardner v. Same.—This was a summons by the defendant 
for further time to answer affidavits. It was said the affi- 
davits only stated what the company admitted. 

Time enla: to 8th of November. 

Solicitors, Walker & Martineau ; Baxter, Rose, § Co. 


Manby v. Eastwood.—This was a third application for 
time to answer. 

Fourteen days allowed on payment of costs. 

Shaw for plaintiff. 


Prioleau v. United States of America.—Application for @ 
month’s further time to answer in this case was consented to. 

Gregory & Co. for plaintiffs. 

Sharpe & Co, for defendants. 

Montefiore v. Kirkham.—This was an application for time 
to answer. One month asked and allowed. 

Pearce & Co. for plaintiff. 

Garrard §& James for defendant. 


Re Bank of London (Limited).—In this case the payment 
of a sum of £717 18s, 2d. to Messrs. Smallfield & Co. was 
sanctioned. 

Paine § Layton for the liquidator. 

Re Spitaljields Silk Manufacturing Co.—This was an ex 
parte application to appoint a provisional liquidator, on the 
ground that the directors had disposed of all the goods, and 
there was nothing left. 

Adjourned till Thursday next. 

Gough for applicant. 


Oct. 16.—Waller v. Prioleau.—This is a suit having r- 
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ference to cotton consigned from the Confederate States of 
America. A summons was taken out for two months’ further 
time to answer. It was said that the first four defendants 
required discovery against another defendant named Bullock, 
who was a sea captain continually away from England, and 
not in this country at the present time. 

Time granted till the 30th of October. 6s. 8d. costs to be 
paid by defendants. 

Field & Co. for plaintiff. 

Gregory & Co. for defendants. 


Rishton v. Grissell.—This was an application for one 
months’ further time to answer. The application was op- 
posed, and objection was rested on the 18th rule of the 37th 
order. It was contended that the expiration of time referred 
to in that rule was reached when ry pare for further 
time was made. This was answered by saying that the ex- 
piration was when the time given closed. It was also said 
the defendant had harrassed the plaintiff in every way. The 
original bill ‘was filed on the 11th of April, 1865, and the 
interrogatories were very brief. The defendant had put in 
four insufficient answers, he had been examined before the 
Vice-Chancellor at chambers, and at last an admission as to 
documents had been obtained from him. Previously ap- 
a at chambers for the usual affidavit as to documents 

been made, and three insufficient ones had been filed. 

The CureF CLERK said the practice every day was to con- 
sider that the expiration of the time granted arrived when 
such time closed, and not when application was made, and 
granted a ings ee time, costs to oA paid by the applicant. 

Skynner for plaintiff. 

Bircham & Co. for defendant. 


Rendle v. Metropolitan and Provincial Bank.—In this case 
application was made for a month’s further time to answer. 
It was stated that it would be necessary to inquire into eve 
transaction of the bank from its institution in 1861, and that 
it was requisite to see not only to the present officers and 
directors, but also those who had filled that capacity in the 
past, to go through all the books, and check all the transfers 
of shares, 

The application was opposed, and it was said that an action 


had been commenced at law against the plaintiff in the suit 
in Chancery. 
An order was made to the following effect :—The defendant 


undertaking not to continue the proceedings at law which 
have been commenced against the plaintiff, 2 month’s further 
time given, the costs of the application to be paid by the 
applicant. 

Harrison & Lewis for plaintiff. 

Davidson & Co. for defendants. 


Richards vy. Parker; Re International Contract Co.— 
In this case application was made for liberty to serve the 
official liquidators of the International Contract Company, 
who are made defendants to a bill in Chancery. The appli- 
cation was not opposed, because on the part of the company 
it was said that, under the 87th section, there could not bea 
suing after the order for winding-up, without leave of the 
Court. There is a suit by shareholders of Charles Lafitte 
& Co., bankers, charging the International Contract Com- 
pany and National Bank with fraud, in getting up Charles 

afitte & Co. (Limited), and it was said that that was not a 
claim which could be brought in under the winding-up. 

Application granted, costs to be costs in the cause. 

Solicitors, Cottrell & Sons ; Harrison & Lewis. 


Accidental and Marine Insurance Co, — This was 
an application for the appointment of Mr. Whiffin as pro- 
visional liquidator. The petition to wind up, on which the 
application was made, was presented on the 10th of October, 
and another had also been presented by creditors. On the 
prt of creditors and shareholders, the application was con- 
sented to, provided Mr. Walford, the present manager of the 
bank, were joined as co-provisional liquidator with Mr. 
Whiffin, and the necessary affidavits of his fitness were pro- 
duced, made by Mr. Hall, a solicitor, and Mr. Stone, the 
secretary of the Rent Guarantee Society. 

Messrs. Whiffin and Walford were consequently appointed 
p-ovisional liquidators to take possession of the property 
aid get in the assets of the company. 

Chappell for company. 

Harrison & Lewis for creditors and shareholders, 

Oct. 17.—Re West Midland Brewery and Malting Co. 
(Limitel).—Application was made for permission to the 
provisional liquidator to appoint a solicitor to represent him. 





A petition to wind up has been hayerge and will be heanj 
by the Master of the Rolls on the 3rd of November. The 
company was established on the 13th of August,.1865, and 
had carried on business at Kidderminster down to the present 
time. The capital was £50,000 in 200 £25 shares, 
eighty-seven shares were allotted, but they were fully paid 
up. The petitioners stated their belief that in the present 
financial position of the company, it could not be successfully 
carried on. There was another application that the Bank of 
England might be authorised to receive any moneys coming 
to the provisional liquidator’s hands. There was no oppos. 
tion, and the applications were granted. 
Nelson for applicant. 


Oct. 18.—Re Joint-Stock Discount Co. (Limited).— Appi. 
cation in this case was made on behalf of several conte 
tories for liberty to inspect books and documents, make 
copies, and take extracts. It was also asked that proceedi 
to enforce calls might be stayed, on the alleged ground that 
they would not be required. An affidavit was read, made by 
Mr. Francis Turner, barrister, stating that he had been in. 
duced to take shares on the faith of statements made in 
prospectus, which would be-proved to be inaccurate. 

The application was opposed on behalf of the official 
liquidators. 

The Currr CLERK said the matter was attached to the 
court of the Master of the Rolls, and he was not disposed 
to interfere in it at nearly the close of the vacation. He 
should adjourn the summons till the 29th of October. 

Miller § Smith for applicants. 

Lawrence, Plews, § Boyer, for liquidators. 

Thomas & Hollams for creditors to the amount of half-a. 
million. 

Mercer for contributories. ‘ 

Re The Birmingham Banking Co.—There were three 
applications for authority, by the official liquidators, to 
agree to certain composition deeds. One debtor owed 
£7,490 14s. 9d., and he offered six shillings and eightpence 
in the pound, payable by instalments at four, eight, and 
twelve months. Another debt was £2,049 2s. 11d., and 
six shillings in the pound were offered, The third debt was 
£70,489 10s, 8d. This was owing by a contractor, and he 
offered to assign everything for the benefit of his creditor. 
The bank held as security authority to receive sums due on 
contracts for the Birmingham Free Library, the Great 
Western Hotel at Birmingham, shares in the Totnes Rail- 
way, @ reversionary interest in £600 Consols, payable on 
the death of a lady upwards of sixty years of age, and other 
matters. 

There were the usual affidavits by the official liquidators 
as to the expediency of accepting the proposals; and the 
applications were granted. 

Authority was also given to issue executions in two 
actions in which judgments had been recovered. 

Chilton & Co. for liquidators. 


Re Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited).—In this case appli- 
cation was made on behalf of the official liquidators for leave 
to issue the usual four day order to enforce payment of 
calls by twelve contributories, It was stated that there 
were about two thousand contributories who had not paid, 
but no doubt the issuing of twelve orders, and the publicity 
given to them, would render any others unnecessary. 

The application was opposed on behalf of the Defence As 
sociation, on the grounds which have already been reported ; 
but, principally, the fraud alleged to have been practised 
when the company was formed. It was also stated that 
some agreement had been come to with the liquidators, 
whereby the calls were not to be enforced, but this was 
denied. 

The Cuier Cienk said he could not see what fraud had 
to do with.external creditors who knew nothing of it, and 
there was no reason why the call should not be enforced. 
The order was consequently made. 

Mr. Hale stated that questions having arisen between the 
shareholders and directors, his firm had thought it expedient 
to retire from the representation of the liquidators 

Maynard, Son & Co. for liquidaters. 

Lewis & Lewis for contributories. 

Alfred Jones for « contributory and depositor. 

Ashurst, Morris, ¥ Co. appeared for creditors claiming 
more than a million, 


Oct, 19.—Turguand vy. Marshall,—The plaintiff in this 
case is the official liquidator of the Herefordshire Banking 
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Company, which is in process of being wound-up. Calls have 
been made amounting in the aggregate to £40,000. The 
defendant is the executor of one of the directors, who is 
alleged to be the only solvent member of the board, and it 
is sought to make him liable for the whole debts of the com- 

ny. The interrogatories run to 400 folios ; and Marshall, 
the executor, who has to go through all the papers of his 
testator, asked for three months further time to answer. It 
was also stated that the bill has been two years in prepara- 
tion. 

The application was opposed, and 

The Corer CLERK adjourned the matter till the 30th of 
the present month at the Rolls. 

Bower, Son, & Cotton, for plaintiff. 

Woodcock & Ryland, for defendant. 

Blumenthal v. Beach.—In this case a summons was taken 
out for further time to file exceptions. The answer was 
filed on the 5th of September, consequently, having been 
filed — the vacation, the time for filing exceptions had 
not expired. 

This is a point which is frequently overlooked, and it 
should be borne in mind that time —- vacation does not 
run in such a case, unless the answer is filed before the 10th 
of August, 3 

No ordef twas made, and the defendant did not press for 
costs as the summons was taken out by mistake. 

Sydney & Sons, for plaintiff. 

Field & Co., for defendants. 

Gardner v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Com- 
pany, Drawbridge v. Same.—Application in this case was 
made that the receivers appointed by the Court of Chancery 
might be at liberty to receive a sum of £80,000 now ready 
to be paid, and out of it to pay Messrs. Saxby & Farmer, 
£3,500 for completing the signals on the Victoria improve- 
ments, those gentlemen having refused to proceed further 
with their works without payment. 

It was stated that the line had been sanctioned by the 
Government Inspector, and if the signals were completed it 
would be opened in fourteen days from the present time. 
The company was paying the Brighton company £100 a-day 
for the use of their line, which would be saved by opening 
the Victoria improvements ; and, in addition to this, the 
Great Western were bound to use and pay for the London, 
Chatham, and Dover bridge when finished. It was alleged 
that the company, as distinguished from the receivers, de- 
sired to get possession of the £80,000, and therewith pay 
me OCG whose priority the debenture holders 

enied. 

On the part of the somnpeny it was desired to take the 
opinion of the Vice-Chancellor upon the subject, and 

The Carer CLERK made an order authorising the pay- 
ment to Messrs. Saxby & Farmer, but leaving the question 
as to the money arising from surplus lands and as to the 
funds ont of which the £3,500 shall ultimately come, to be 
decided by his Honour, to whom application will be made to 
hear the matter. 

Solicitors, Walker & Martineau; Baxter, Rose, § Co. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner W1nstow). 

Oct. 18.—Re a Composition Deed.—This was an application 
forleave to neil osition deed executed by two debtors, 
notwithstandiug the rule of May, 1862. It appeared that 
the deed was executed on the 22nd of September, but that 
before the period for registration had expired one of the 
debtors died, and although the joint statement of debts and 
liabilities and the separate statement of the debts and lia- 
bilities of the surviving partner had been furnished upon his 
affidavit, yet, in consequence of the death of the other debtor, 
a statement of his separate debts, verified by affidavit, could 
not be obtained. 

Beard (solicitor) in support of the application. 

His Honour, under the circumstances, consented to make 


‘an order for the registration of the deed upon the production 


of a further affidavit from the surviving partner that to the 
est of his knowledge and belief a statement which had been 
rrepared of the separate engagements of the deceased debtor 
was true, 
Order accordingly. 
SHERIFF'S COURT. 
(Before Mr, Grnpons.) 
Oct. 15.—Whatmore v. Lee and Fry.—This was an action 





to recover the balance of a promissory note, and plaintiff 
handed the document in to the Court. 

Upon examining the bill his Honour said—‘“‘ I do not 
know that it is not my duty to send this document to Somer- 
set House.” 

Plaintiff—Why, sir? 

His Honour—Because you are liable to a penalty of £10. 
Here is a receipt on the back of the note for more than 40s. 
in one sum. 

Plaintiff—The note is stamped. 

His Honovur—I am not alluding to the stamp on the note 
but to the receipt on the back of the note. Here is a receipt 
for a sum over 40s., and there is no stamp on the back of the 
note. “ 

Plaintiff—Such an objection has never been raised on any 
previous occasion. 

His Honour—I cannot help that. It is my duty to take 
notice of the fact. 

Plaintiff—We have done the same thing for many years, 
and we had no idea it was wrong. We always thought the 
‘stamp on the promissory note protected the receipt. 

His Honour—It is clear it does not, and you are liable 
toa peeliy of £10, The usual order was then made, but 
his Honour desired the registrar to impound the note, which 
ny in due course find its way to the authorities at Somerset 

ouse. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


LEGAL EDUCATION. 

Sir,—Perhaps you would oblige a subscriber by having 
the kindness to inform him where he could get the most 
complete and reliable information relative to the steps to be 
taken, the course to be gone through, the cost, &c. in quali- 
fying himself for the position of an attorney in i " 





TRUSTEE INDEMNITY CLAUSE. 

Sir,—The many cases in which trustees have found them- 

selves in difficulties and involved in litigation, in conse- 
uence of some improper investment, perhaps made by 
them, with the best possible intention, and at the express 
request, and with the entire concurrence, of their cestut gue 
trust, in which case the Court of Chancery, acting upon 
what it terms some equitable doctrine or other, compels 
the trustee to make good to the cestui que trust the loss 
sustained through this improper investment, leads one 
naturally to ask this question—-What is the effect of the 
trustee indemnity clause almost invariably introduced into 
trust instruments? has it any effect at all? does it afford the 
least protection to trustees, or relieve them in any way what- 
ever from the consequences of a breach of trust? does it 
at all lessen their responsibility by making them liable only 
for gross negligence in the strict sense of the word ? 

The decisions of the Court of Chancery, in cases where 
breaches of trust have been committed by trustees who de- 
rive their authority from instruments containing these so- 
called ‘‘ trustee indemnity clauses,” and which usually show 
no pity whatever towards unfortunate trustees demonstrate, 
as clearly as anything can, that the ‘‘trustee indemnit 
clause” is one of those common forms which has no ad 
meaning, and, so far from being of any“utility, on the con- 
trary, serves only as a sort of snare to induce persons who are 
ignorant of the effect of this clause, and foolishly suppose 
that their responsibility is limited by its insertion in the 
trust deed, to accept the difficult, responsible, and very often 
thankless office of trustee. 

lhope that some of your readers may think this question 
of sufficient importance to induce them to state their opinions 
with regard thereto. H. A. C. 


HvusBAND AND WIFE, 

Sir,—In answer to * Lex ”’:— 

1. Where an estate is conveyed or devised to a man and 
his wife during coverture, they are said to be seised as tenants 
by entireties, and the survivor takes the whole, During 
coverture the husband can only convey his own interest, 
and in order to convey the whole interest vested in himself 
and his wife, the wife (except in the case of a term of years 
which the husband can assign so as to bind her interest) 
must concur under 3 & 4 Will. 4, ©. 74. 

2. The assignees will be entitled to the income during the 
husband's life. In Higginbotham v. Holme, 19 Ves. 88, 
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where en the marriage of a man not indebted nor intend- 
ing to enter into trade, he executed a settlement of free- 
hold estates of inheritance, and of leaseholds for lives to 
the use of himself for life unless he should embark in trade 
and in the life of his wife become bankrupt, and from 
and after his decease or bankruptcy to secure an annuity for 
the se te use of his wife, &c., and free from his debts, 
&c. The husband afterwards engaged in trade and be- 
came bankrupt. Held, that the provision for the wife was 
void, ‘‘though, undoubtedly,” said Lord Eldon, ‘‘an 
annuity might have been provided by the settlement for 
the wife at all events, yet it is not competent toa party 
giving a consideration for a contract that is a direct frau 
on the bankrupt laws to have the benefit of it.” See Holmes 
v. Penney, 5 W. R. 132; Brooke v. Pearson, 27 Beav. 181 ; 
7 W. R. 638. As, however, the wife’s property may be so 
limited as to go over on the bankruptcy or insolvency of 
her husband, he may settle a fund of his own, equiva: 
lent to what he may have received from his wife to go 
over on either of these events taking place, as it would be 
considered in effect a settlement of a fund belonging to the 
wife. cy, 
Sir,—In answer to the questions proposed by ‘‘ Lex.”:— 
1. Had A, and his wife been separate pores they would 
of course have been joint tenants, and as such either of 
them would have been able to di of his or her share 
without the consent of the other. But husband and wife 
are considered, in the eye of the law, as one person, and 
would take the property by entireties, and the rule is that 
whilst the husband may do what, he pleases with the rents 
and profits during the coyerture, still he cannot dispose of 
any part of the inheritance without his. wife’s concurrence, 
If, then, in the present case A.’s wife have not joined with 
her husband in the conveyance to B., she will most unques- 
tionably not be affected by any alienation A. may 


thought fit to make without her consent, and the whole 

yy a will go to her just the same-as if the conveyance to 
. ha 
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d never been made—See Wnis. Real Prop. 5th ed. p. 


2. It was decided in the case of Higinbotham v. Holme, 
19 Ves. 88, that a husband who does not receive a portion 
with his wife cannot on his marriage settle any of his own 
property so as to divest his own interest on bankruptcy. 
Accordingly it seems that in the first place the settlement is 
bad ab initio, and that in the next place the property would, 
in the event of the husband’s bankruptcy, go.to the as- 
signees. H. G. L. 


. Sit,— Upon the death of the husband referred to in the 
first query of ‘‘ Lex,” I think the land became the absolute 
property of the wife. See Doe d. Freestone v. Parratt, 5 
T. R. 652, and , Principles of Real Property, by Mr. 
Joshua Williams. I. 0. M. 





LEGAL QUESTIONS, 

Sir,—Can any of your numerous readers oblige me with 
an answer to the following queries:— 

1. A father makes a promise to settle a sum of money 
on the marriage of his daughter, but the promise is not put 
into writing until after the marriage, Can it be enforced 
against the father ? 

2. A creditor whose debt is secured by the bond of the 
principal debtor and a surety, takes after the date of the 
principal transaction, further security from the principal 
debtor, and afterwards gives up that further security, does 
this discharge the surety ? X. 





PRoFEssIONAL EXAMINATIONS. 

Sir,—From the general tone of Mr. Culverhouse’s corres- 
pondence I should be sorry to impute to him ignorance of 
the general character of the examinations necessary to be 
passed prior to enrélment as a member of the legal profes- 
sion, but I am decidedly at issue with him as tothe remarks, 
— general and particular, contained in his letter of last 
week. 

in general, I consider the present system, having been 
moulded with discretion and judgment by those who 
large experience, is not only satisfactory and sufficiently 
extensive, but is so ada and generally arranged as to 
compass the end intended, and to insure to the publica 
large degree of proficiency both in education and le Sheen 
ledge, and I think this position can be maintained by several 
considerations. 


ave 
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First, from the nature of the several tests applied to ingup 
the proper qualification, any one who has passed the ‘‘prelimj. 
nary examination” must know from Se ary that it would 
be vain for one to apply unless he had had the advan 
of a good medium education ; and that in order to trang. 
late ‘‘Catilina” of Sallust and ‘‘ Virgil” (Latin), 
Xenophon’s ‘‘ Memorabilia” (Greek), .and [the othe 
works in the languages proposed, or to answer the questions 
in grammar (Latin and English), history, geography, &, 
a mere ‘‘smattering” of the former, or an_ indifferent 
knowledge of the latter, would not suffice. The examination 
is a boon to the = and to the public, in preservi 
to the former a dignity, and affording to the latter proter. 
tion ;and also shows wisdom in the creators by moulding the 
young mind so as to enable its owner to apply to. his leg 
studies those graces and embellishments which a substantial 
education can alone supply. Wisdom in the system ij 
further évinced in the second stage, or ‘‘ Intermediate Exa. 
mination.” This is a great preventive to coaching, and, I 
think, in order to pass it creditably, the candidate, who is 
engaged all-day in practice, ‘must ‘‘read hard” (not 
*‘cram ”) @uring his whole probationship; and the same 
remark applies @ fortiori to the ‘‘ Final Examination ”—the 
questions at‘which are not such as would offer much en. 
couragement to one who had ‘been merely crammed. 

The “coaching system” is doubtless carried on toa 
great extent, but by those only who are wanting both in 

rinciple and honour, and if the matter were well canvassed 
it would be found that the majority of those who are from 
time to time postponed are those-who -have relied upon 
system only. ‘ 

The remedy your correspondent proposes seems to be the 
= system in esse. The questions are all ‘‘regular and 
well known,” and ‘‘ comprised under distinct heads,” and | 
venture to affirm that students passing each of the required 
examinations must have known what they had been about, 
Verbal examinations would not answer, for there ar 
thousands of well read and practical lawyers who are not 
gifted with the power of speech, whilst on the other hand 
there are very many who are gifted with fluency, but 
whose knowledge of law is very superficial, Written 
questions and answers are far better means than thos 
merely verbal, the questions being concise and apt, and 
the answers affording a greater facility for examination. 

An untarnished reputation is doubtless of inestimable 
value, but your correspondent should remember there ar 
‘‘ dirty little men” in every grade. Theology or ethic 
will not prevent them entering. But as spots upon the 
sun’s disc apparently causes that orb to shine with a greater 
lustre, so perhaps the black spots upon the surface of the 
legal system enhances the prominency of its symmetry and 
beauty. 


Your correspondent’s wholesale denunciation reflects much 
upon the Law Society and the examiners, and I would 
humbly state in opposition to what he has said, that the 
system is one that is an honour to the profession and an 
ornament to the country; one that has produced, and 
will doubtless produce again, men whose reputation must 
last for ages; men who in their respective spheres have 
conferred inestimable benefit upon their fellows, and men 
whose splendid genius and high character have thrown 4 
lustre upon the profession of literature, and who have per 
manently influenced the intellectual civilization o Bs 


country. A. 


Law Decrees In THE LONDON UNIVERSITY. 


Sir,—In your last number you notice the lecture of Pro 
fessor Roby, at University College, London, and state that 
students can test their proficiency in law by offering them- 
selves for the law degree at the London University. ‘There 
are, however, no less than four examinations to 
before anyone can obtain the degree of LL.B., viz., the 
matriculation, the first B.A., the second B.A., and the LL.B. 
examinations, and the time occupied in obtaining the degree 
is about four or five years, It would bea great boon to the 
profession if students were allowedsto graduate in laws after 
ing the matriculation examination, and without gradur | 

ing in arts, Medical students are not obliged to gradnat 
in arts before graduating in medicine, and it seems uni 
sonable that law stidents should be compelled to do so. 

At Cambridge an undergraduate, after passing his little 
go, can take his LL.B. without passing the B.A, examina 
tion, and there seems no reason why the regulations 
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the London University should press heavily on au of 


gi e “boon to the profession” referred to by our cor- 

mdent has already been ted by the senate of the 
London University. If he will refer to the new tions 
contained in the calendar for 1866 he will find that it is 


to graduate in Arts previous to : 
ati oe awk The undergraduate may now ps a a 
femal degree directly from his matriculation.—Ep. 8. J.] 





APPOINTMENTS. 


The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty have appointed 
Henry Granam Strokes, Esq., of No. 18, Bennet’s-hill, 
Doctors’ Commons, to be Proctor to the Admiralty, in the 
room of William Townsend, Esq., resigned. 

The Queen has been pleased to appoint JuLIAN PAUNCcE- 
rote, Esq., to be Attorney-General for the colony of Hong 
Kong, Mr. Pauncefote was called to the bar in May, 
1852, 

Joun GzorcE, Q.C., M.P., was on Thursday sworn in her 

iesty’s Fourth Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
a in place of Mr. Justice Hayes, resigned. Mr. Jus- 
tice George was called to the Bar in 1826, and appointed 


Queen’s Counsel in Nov. 2, 1844. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND eae LAW ASSOCIA- 


On Tuesday and Wednesday, the 9th and 10th October, 
the annual meeting of this association was held in the Guild- 
te Canterbury, under the presidency of Mr. Stephen 

iams, the chairman of the association., There were also 
nt—Messrs. R. Sankey, H. T. Sankey, Wilkinson, Flint, 
. H, Garden, and Gee, of Canterbury ; Slater, of Darlaston ; 
Summerscales, Oldham ; «Reynolds, Birmingham ; W. Allen, 
G. A. Bird, J. Stallard, and H. Holden, of Worcester ; Street 
and Guest, of Manchester ; R. Payne, T. Avison, W. Radcliffe, 
and T, P. Lyon, Liverpool ; P| H.. Janson, J. Anderson 
Rose, E. Benham, P. Rickman, T. Kennedy, T. Eiffe, J, 
Morris, J. B. Monckton, and T. Devonshire, London; C. 
A. Smith, Greenwich; E. Knocker, Dover; A. Hart, Dorking ; 
G, Taylor, St, Helen's; M. L. & O. F. Daniel, Ramsgate ; Ww 
Brooke, Margate, ; J. Tassell, and F. F, Giraud, Faversham ; 
A. Russell, Dartford ; G.. Winch, Chatham ; J. Scratton, Ten- 
derden; R. Furley, Ashford ; J. Monckton, Maidstone ; 
and W. Stone, Tonbridge Wells. Deputations were also 
expected from the following law societies, but in a few 
instances they were unable to attend :—From Northern Cir- 
cuit Branch of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Asso- 
ciation : Messrs. J. Street, Manchester, and T, P. Lyon, 
Liverpool. From Manchester Law Association: Messrs. 
Summerscales, Oldham, and — Guest, Manchester. From 
Liverpool Law Society : Messrs. W. Radcliffe, and R. A, 
Payne, From Birmingham Law Society : Professor Johnson, 
J. W, Whately, J. Rawlins, and C. T. Saunders. From 
Worcester and Worcestershire Law Society: Messrs, H. 
Holden, J, Stallard, 8. M. Beale, W. Allen, G. A. Bird. 

The CuainMAn opened the proceedings on the 9th October 
by delivering the annexed address :— 

Gentlemen,—After thirteen annual provincial gatherings 
of this association, all of which (with one exception) have 
taken place in the northern, midland or western parts of 
England, it becomes my pleasing duty, as chairman of this 
Society for the present year, to preside over this the first of 
% yeovincial annual meetings in the south. And where 
could we find a city more honourable and revered in which 
to assemble than this ancient archiepiscopal city of Canter- 
agi full of historic influences, or where could we meet 

der hosts than the Kent Law Society ? 

But.I must leave this congenial theme for the drier details 

ich my duty on this occasion requires me to bring to your 
notice, and at once proceed to recount as clearly and briefly 
48 possible some of the principal matters with which your 
Committee shave been occupied during the period of. my 


p. 
You are doubtless aware that owing to the political changes 
which have recently taken place, the Parliament has been 





prevented from performing its allotted task during the session 
which has just expired, in consequence-whereof but few of 
the Bills I have here to enumerate have passed into law ; but 
the following are a chief Parliamentary matters to 
which our attentionfhas been given and which for convenience 
sake I will mention nearly in the order in which they were 
brought before each House of Parliament. I will commencewith 
those which originated in the House of Lords, they are as 
follows :—The late Lord Chancellor’s (Lord Cranworth’s) Law 
of Evidence and Amendment Bill, the Divorce, &c., Bill, 
the Law of Capital Punishment Bill, the Charitable Trusts 
Deeds Enrolment Bill, the Statute Law Revision Bill, the 
Administration of Justice Chancery Amendment Bill, tne 
Judicial Committee Privy Council Bill, Lord St. Leonard’s 
Sale of Land by Auction Bill, the Masters and ratives 
Bill, and Lord Redesdale’s Railway Traffic Protection Bill. 
The following were first introduced in the House of Com- 
mons, namely :—Mr. Goldney’s Prosecution Bil 
and Execution of Deeds Bill, Mr. Chambers's Legitimacy 
Declaration Bill and legalizing a Marriage with a deceased 
Wife’s Sister, Mr. Locke King’s Real Estates Intestacy Bill, 
Sir Roundell’s Palmer's tcy Bill, Mr. Scourfield’s 
Railway Debentures Registry Bal, the late Government’s 
Railway Companies’ Security Bill and Companies’ Act, 1862, 
Amendment Bill, Sir Colman 0’ ’s Juries in Crimi 
Cases Bill and Dogs Bill, Mr. Leeman’s Sale and Purchase 
of Shares Bill, and the nt. Government’s Bills of Sale 
Act (1854) Amendment Bill. 

These were duly considered by the Committee who 
co nded respecting many of them with the Provincial 
Law Societies, e results of gsuch correspondence were 
brought to the notice of Parliament in those cases in which 
the Committee deemed such course desirable. The principal 
instances were those of the Bankruptcy Bill, the Sales of Land 
Auction Bill, and the Legitimacy Declaration Bill, as to 
which I pro to relate to you in brief detail the course we 
adopted. en the Benktupte Bill .was introduced we at 
once sent prints of it to the Provincial Law Societies, 
requesting a communication of their views thereon, and we 
appointed a numerous Sub-Committee to consider its provi- 
sions, and the opinions of the provincial law societies thereon, 
and to take such action in the matter by petition and other- 
wise as should be thought advisable. By this means we ob- 
tained important communications from the Manchester, Leices- 
ter, Liverpool, Sunderland, Wolverhampton, and Worcester 
and Worcestershire Law Societies. The report received from 
the Manchester Law Association was most full and elaborate, 
and demanded our special thanks. Afrer due consideration 
of the proposed Bill, and of the opinions received thereon, 
we prepared a petition to the House of Commons praying 
that the Bill might be amended in the following respects, — 
by giving power to the creditors to dispense with security 
from trustees. By providing that the trustees should always 
be elected in Court, and before a registrar. By providing for 
the interim protection and instant vesting of the estate of the 
bankrupt by the appointment of a provisional assignee. By 
giving power to the Court to grant immediate discharge to 
a pt not paying 6s. 8d. in the pound with the assent 
of a certain proportion of creditors, provided the Court was 
satisfied that it was an exceptional case of inevitable mis- 
fortane. By giving power to the Court to certify a 
trust or composition deed as reasonable and binding on 
dissentient creditors, though it did not contain a cessio 
bonorwm if it were executed by a due proportion of credi- 
tors, and by providing that such certificate should operate 
as an injunction "to stay actions and suits, and also by 
giving to the Court power to grant such certificate to 
operate as such injunction for a limited time, while a 
deed should be in process of execution, provided the deed 
were prepared in pursuance of a resolution of a meet- 
ing of creditors, or if on the other grounds the 
Court should be satisfied that there was reason to believe 
that the deed would be executed by the requisite number 
of creditors. By giving power to the Court to subject to 
imprisonment any bankrupt who should have incurred 
liability by seduction, adultery, breach of promise of mar- 
riage, fraud, breach of trust, malicious trespass, libel, 
slander, or other tort, or by vexatious litigation, or who 

ould have incurred debt without reasonable expec- 
tation of being able to pay the same. By allowing, 
as at present, persons unable to mect their engage- 
ments to be adjudicated bankrupts on their own 
petition, By constituting outlawry making away with 
property and suffering execution acts of bankruptcy im non- 
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traders. By subjecting to taxation the bills of auctioneers 
and accountants. By directing the produce of executions 
not realized by sale at the time of the filing of a petition for 
adjudication to be retained by the sheriff instead of being 
paid to the execution creditor. The petition embodyi 
these suggestions was presented for us by Mr. Hadfield an 
it was printed by order of the House of Commons (Appen- 
dix 718). It wasalso published in the Law Times and Soli- 
citors’ Journal. The Sales of Land by Auction Bill was 


thought by us emer objectionable, for reasons which 


I wi promis mention, but none of the numerous sugges- 
tions that were made to Lord St. Leonards induced him to 
withdraw the measure. Its provisions, however, were some- 
what improved during its passage through the House of 
Lords, and one clause (the 14th) of which we hi, hly ap- 
proved, was added. This clause proposed to abolish the 
opening of biddings in sales, by order of the Court of 
Chancery, except on ine ground of fraud. On the bill coming 
before the House of Commons we at once prepared a petition 
praying that with the exception of the clause to which I 
ve alluded, the bill might not become law. The following 
are among our reasons for so strongly objecting to this 
measure :—The provisions of the bill were calculated to fetter 
vendors for the sake of offering a needless protection to pur- 
chasers. We considered that the law as it stands was quite 
strong enough to afford to purchasers complete protection 
against fraud at sales by auction, and that to impose the 
proposed restrictions on sales by auction would not only de- 
stroy the efficacy of such sales as a means of testing the value 
of proper but would, in cases where the property had to 
be bought in, so deterioraté the value thereof that owners of 
property would avoid offering it by auction, and seek other 
ess satisfactory modes of disposing thereof. We also 
thought that there was no reason why an auctioneer should 
be probibited from himself giving the reserved biddings, but, 
on the contrary, there were many reasons why in most cases 
he would be the most convenient person to be entrusted with 
that duty. We considered that practically there was not, at 
present, any conflict between the courts of law and equity on 
the subject of reserved biddings (one bidder on the part of the 
vendors being constantly allowed at law as well as in equity) 
no reported decision appearing on this subject for more than 
forty years, although the open employment of one bidder on 
the part of the vendor has been a matter of daily occurrence. 
You are aware that it is frequently the case that the real 
value of the property (in a new and rising locality for in- 
stance) is only ascertained by the eagerness of bidders during 
the sale, and that the amount of the reserved price or 
bidding cannot be finally decided upon till the sale has 
commenced, and that it is often altered by the vendor in 
the midst of the competition. Now, the adoption of such a 
course as this would be prevented by the terms of clauses 
7 and 8 of the bill which proposed to require the reserved 
price or bidding to be stated in writing signed by the seller 
or his agent, and delivered to the auctioneer previous to the 
sale. e effect of the bill in this and several other respects 
would, if enacted, have unnecessarily crippled the freedom 
of action of vendors. By clause 11 of the bill which pro- 
posed to make a sale void in case an mee should take 
place in contravention of the Act, and clause 12 empowering 
the last bond fide bidder to elect to become the purchaser, 
in such cases penal consequences of a most severe and en- 
tirely novel character were imposed on what might be an 
unintentional and very harmless contravention of the rules 
of the proposed Act, and their clauses appeared to us likely 
to give rise to much dispute and litigation besides imposing 
2 punishment altogether disproportioned to the nature of the 
ofience, Clanse 13 would have subjected auctioneers to con- 
stant anxiety and loss from the ability it would have en- 
tailed upon them of having continually to defend actions for 
damages for acts alleged to be knowingly done by them in 
contravention of the rules. We were, however, careful to 
especially mention in our petition that while thus objecting 
to the main alterations of the law d to be effected by 
this bill, and deeming them entirely nnealled for, we should 
rejoice to see the practice of a biddings in sales by auc- 
tion by order of the Court of Chancery (except on the ground 
A fraud) discontinued as intended to be provided by clause 14 
Our petition was presented to the House of Commons by 
Mr. Hadfield, and was printed by order of the House 
(Appendix 721), and it has been since published in the Law 
mts and in the Solicitor’ Journal, We communicated 
With the provincial law societies in reference to our objec- 
tions to the bill, and it was opposed by the law soclety 





meeting in this honoured city, and also by the Mancheste 
and Newcastle-on-Tyne law societies (the two former pr. 
senting peitiene against it). The bill made no progress 
after its first reading on the 14th May, and, after continued 
tponements, was withdrawn on the 16th July. The 
Legitimacy Declaration Dill had for its object the remoyat 
of doubts which had been entertained, whether on petitions 
for dissolution of marriage under the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, or 
on petitions under the Legitimacy Declaration Act, 1858, 
any of the parties might insist on having the truth of con 
tested matters of fact determined by a jury. We high} 
Pew of the objects of this bill, as we considered that 

e — to trial by jury of all contested matters of fact was 
an inherent public right, and that it should only be takey 
away, if at all, by express enactment, so as never to become 
matter of doubt, and that, when any such doubt arose on the 
construction of the language of the fs A it should not 
subject litigants to the Jange expediture of time and money 
involved in an appeal to the House of Lords, but should be. 
dispelled by a declaratory Act of Parliament. Holding these 
views, aud the bill meeting with opposition, we prepared g 

tition in its favour, which we placed in the hands of Mr, 

adfield, who kindly undertook to present it and give it his 
support. This petition was acco ingly presented by him, 
and printed by order of the House of Commons (Appendix 
794). Italso.appeared in the Law Times and in the Solicitor 
Journal, The bill, however, was eventually withdrawn. 
the further Statute Law Revising Bill, which was introd 
during the late session, but since withdrawn till next year, 
it was proposed to repeal, as having ceased to be in force, or 
having become unnecessary,'a vast number of Acts and 
of Acts, all of which were mentioned in a schedule of 233 

es and ranged from the Ist Gul. & M. c. 1, tothe 10 Geo, 

ee 52. If this bill should pass into a law, it will forms 
most important additional step towards the codification of 
the statute law. Among the bills thrown out during the late 
session were—The Law of Evidence Amendment Bin, The 
Companies Act (1862) Amendment Bill, The Dogs Bill, The 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill, The Clerks 
to Justice Bill, and The Real Estates Intestacy Bill 
A large number of others, including most of the late 
Government's, were withdrawn. Of those which have passed 
into law an epitome will be found in the circular 
“* Legislative Results of the Session 1866,” which we are 
about to publish, a copy whereof will as usual be sent t 
every member of our society. 

No success has yet resulted from the renewed efforts 
mentioned in our report issued at Easter last to have 
been made by the Incorporated Law Society, the pro 
vincial law societies and ourselves, this session to ob 
tain a repeal of the Attorneys’ Certificate Duty. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has had but little su 
this year to dispose of, and Mr. Denman thonghtit advisable 
defer till next session the bringing in of his proposed bil 
on the subject. Having received in common with the 
Incorporated Law Society inquiries from Liv 
whether the Winter Civil Assize there was likely to & 
permanently continued, and whether the commission 4 
could be ascertained before the judges met to arrange 
circuit; we found that there is no reasonable doubt of the 
continuance of the assize in question, but that there we 
no means of learning what the commission days would & 
until the judges met, because they could not fix them 
they knew the probable number of prisoners waiting to b 
tried. In wy to an inquiry from the honorary secretary & 
the Artic] Clerks Society whether we were in favour 
permitting the advocacy of articled clerks before those trilw- 
nals where solicitors now have audience, we replied thé 
we th t such advocacy might well be extended to a 
clerks who had successfully passed the intermediate exam 
nation. In compliance with an CC mapaawe> we made to the 
Courts of Justice Commission, we have received a letter fro 
their secretary, stating that he had been ordered to furnish 
this association with copies of the minutes of the commit 
sion, on the same terms as oF are given to the S« 
Science Association and to the Incorporated Law Society, 
and transmitting copies of all sucl minutes and papers 
up to that time, also intimating that future minutes 
papers should be forwarded to us ag issued, and which ha 
since been regularly done, With regard to the terms abow 
referred to as those in which these minutes and papers a 
supplied to us by the commission, we have been informa 
by their secretary ‘That the Commissioners do not 
wire to conceal their proceedings from any who take * 
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real interest in them, but that the minutes are of course 
not to be published, and also that the Commission de- 
gire to receive communications in aid of their duties from 
all who are able and willing to make the same.” An 
members of the profession desirous of rendering suc 
aid may inspect the copy, minutes, and papers at the 
office of our association, and our secretary will be happy to 
take charge of and forward to the commissioners any com- 
munication on the subject with which he may be entrusted. 
We have recently had our consideration again drawn to the 
long detention of deeds and 1 documents left at Somerset 
House to be stamped, and which we understand has been 
the cause of especial inconvenience in the eon? We 
have, therefore, transmitted to the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue a copy of the memorial on the subject, which in 
1868 our committee presented to that board, together with 
a further communication soliciting their attention to the 
fact that the concession which was then made—‘‘ That in- 
struments ‘passed into the stamping room before half-past 
eleven o’clock a.m. shall generally be stamped, and ready to 
be delivered back to the parties by one o’clock, and wholly 
by half-past one on the same day, provided there shall be no 
error or circumstance requiring explanation”—had not proved 
sufficient to obviate the great and daily increasing inconve- 
nience experienced by solicitors, and requesting that such 
alterations may now be made in the details of the arrange- 
ments of the stamp office, as will ensure the delivery-out of 
deeds and legal documents left by solicitors to be stamped in 
half-an-hour from the time of their being so left, or that the 
board will adopt such other means for remedying the griev- 
ance as they may deem practicable and expedient. I trust 
you will feel that the committee have endeavoured to main- 
tain the usefulness of this association to the utmost of their 
power, whilst at the same time you will see that the constant 
changes which are being made, or proposed to be made, in 
the law of our country, demand our incessant watchfulness 
and scrutiny. In concluding my statement of the proceed- 
ings of the committee whilst I have been permitted to dis- 
charge my duties as chairman of the association, allow me 
most earnestly to press on you, and on all its members, the 
great assistance that would be afforded to us in our labours 

or the good of the profession, if they would one and all 
bestir themselves heartily to induce their brother solicitors 
to become supporters of this association. I have now had a 
three years’ intimate acquaintance, as deputy-chairman and 
chairman, with all the details of its management, and I can 
conscientiously recommend it as a most valuable and efficient 
society. 

Mr. E, BennAm inquired whether any definite arrange- 
ment had been arrived at relative to the plans of the London 
Courts of Justice. 

The Secretary (Mr. RicKMAN) expressed the opinion that 
by the end of the year the plans would be open to the inspec- 
tion of the public. 

Mr. SummeErscargs, the President of the Manchester Law 
Association, then invited the association to hold its next pro- 
vincial meeting in that city; and it was resolved, on the 
peaition of Mr. Monckton, seconded by Mr. Smith, that 

¢ invitation should be accepted with thanks ; after which 

Mr. Avison, of Liverpool, read a paper on Sales of Land 
by Auction (Lord St. Leonard’s bill), in which he lamented 
the rinciple of conducting sales without affording the proper 
facilities for acquiring a perfect knowledge of the conditions, 
to the insecurity of purchasers, 

The CuarrmAn said the practice of not reading the con- 
ditions at sales was obtaining in London and elsewhere to a 
great extent, and cited instances in which some of the prin- 
cipal firms adopted that course. They however considered 
that, as they were printed, it was unnecessary to read them ; 
but he held that they shonld be read, as in many instances 
important matters might thus be brought before the con- 
sideration of the intended purchasers present, In some 
| in Devonshire, for instance, the conditions were not 

hown until they were read by the auctioneer or his clerk. 


A paper on ‘Contracts on Sale of Property” was then 

read by Mr, Payne, ot x , 
Mr. Rose read a paper, in which he alluded to the insuf- 

ficient number of common law judges for the proper disposal 


of the duties which devolved on them, and expressed the 
esire, as a means of saving much time, that causes should 
be fixed for hearing at certain hours, 
The SeorerARY read a paper by Mr. Tagart (who was 
“navoidably absent) in which various amendments in law 





were ably treated, his subject being ‘‘ Suggestions for facili- 
tating the trial of actions at law.” 

The meeting adjourned till Wednesday, when 

Mr. ReYNoLps read a paper on ‘‘ Probate Duty, payable 
in respect of leaseholds in mortgage,” in which he contended 
that the duty should be paid in case of a mortgaged lease- 
hold estate only upon the value of the estate beyond the 
amount of the mortgage debt ; the present practice of the 
stamp office being to endeavour to compel its payment on 
the gross value without deducting the amount of the mort- 


e. 
o The CHAIRMAN said the question was one of vast impor- 
tance, and that it should be dealt with by the law societies. 
If doubt existed on any subject it should be removed ; but 
> aga not rest with a single individual to fight the 
attle. 

.A prolonged discussion ensued, during which several reso- 
lutions were proposed and seconded. timately the follow- 
ing resolution, which was proposed by Professor Johnson 
and seconded by Mr. Rose, was carried :—‘‘ That, it appearing 
to this meeting to be the practice of the Stamp Office to 
allow personal property, subject to mortgage, to pay duty 
on the value of the equity of redemption only, when the ac- 
count is so framed, the committee be.instructed to take ste 
to make this fact known to every attorney and solicitor in 
England and Wales.” 

otes of thanks ‘were d to the Kent Law Society, 
the local committee, and Mr. H. Sankey, their hon. Secre- 
tary, for their kind and ay aa reception of the members 
of the association and their friends ; to the Mayor of Canter- 
bury, for granting to the meeting the use of the Guildhall 
and Council Chamber ; to the Dean and Chapter of Canter- 
bury Cathedral, for their great courtesy to the members of 
the profession present at the meeting; to the warden and 
fellows of St. Augustine’s College, for their great courtesy to 
those attending the meeting ; to the authors of the papers 
read ; to the chairman, and to the secretary ; after which 
the proceedings terminated. 

On Tuesday evening the members of this association and 
the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association dined at the Fountain 
Hotel, where they were sumptuously entertained by the Kent 
Law Society. On Tuesday and Wednesday they visited the 
Cathedral, St. Augustine’s, and other places of antiquity ; 
and on Thursday concluded their visit by an excursion to 
Dover, at which place a handsome collation was given at the 
Lord Warden Hotel by the Kent Law Society. Altogether 
the meeting, &c., was most successful, and will be long re- 
membered. 

pas aoe to adopt the same plan as in previous years, 
and to publish, as our shace may admit, the more important 
papers read at the meeting.—Ep, C.J.] 


‘SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The'seventeenth nite neral meeting of this asso- 
ciation was held in the Guild Ail at Canterbury, on Wednes- 
day, the 10th instant, when there was a large attendance of 
members of the profession, Mr. SreeHEN Wiuiams, of 


presided. 

The Sxorerary (Mr. Eiffe) read the notice of meeting, the 
previous minutes, and the following report — 

’ # The Directors are gratified in being able to state, in this 
their seventeenth report, that the association continues to 
maintain its progress, affording a certain prospect of becom- 
ing, at amearly period, a valuable and important institu- 
tion. 

**Since'the half-yearly report in April last, the number of 
members gained has been 110, of whom 92 are annual, and 
18 life members. | The total number of practitioners now 
enrolled as members of the Association is 1,710, of whom 
1,117 are annual, and 593 life members, 18 of the life 
members are also annual subscribers. 

To the efforts made in connection with the annual public 
dinner in June last, under the distinguished presidency of 
the Lord Chief Justice of England, supported by Mr. Justice 
Lush, is attributable much of the success of the past half- 
year, and the directors avail themselves of this opportunity 
of cordially thanking those friends of the institution who 
kindly co-operated as stewards upon that occasion, and by 
their exertions and influence condaced to this pleasing result. 
The contributions reported at the dinner, including donations 
from the members of the bench and bar present, amounted 
to the sum of £724 10s, 

‘Tho usual audited abstract of the accounts is appended, 
from which it will be seen that the total receipts during the 
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half-year, including the balance of £99 18s, 8d. from the 
previous account, amount to £1,359 5s. 2d. 

‘‘ During the last half-year a further grant of £15 has been 
made to a member’s widow, and the sum of £70 distributed 
in the relief of eight necessitous cases of families of deceased 
solicitors, not members of the association. 

‘*The sunt of £700 has been invested in the purchase of 
India Five per Cents., and the total invested capital now con- 
sists of £11,603 7s. 11d., of which £6,532 1s. 7d. are India 
Five per Cents., and £5,071 6s. 4d. Three per cent. Consols, 
the annual dividends being about £470. 

‘* A balance of £229 1s. 3d, remains to the society’s credit 
at the Union Bank of London, and there is a sum of £15 in 
the secretary’s hands. 

**In compliance with a resolution passed at the general 
meeting at Liverpool last year, the board prepared and sub- 
mitted to the general meeting in April, certain alterations 
in the rules of the association, but owing to the attendance 
of members being insufficient to form a quorum, the proposed 
alterations could not be then entertained, and they will be 
Prone under your notice at this October meeting. 

‘* Notice has been given that an alteration ‘of the 19th 
rule will be proposed to you, providing for a reduction of the 
number of members required to be present to render a general 
meeting competent to alter the rules of the association. 

‘The directors have with much regret to record the 
decease of two of their colleagues since the last general 
meeting, viz—Mr. Thomas Holme Bower, of London, and 
Mr. John Jackson Blandy, of Reading, both of whom were 
warm friends of this association. One of the vacancies thus 
occasioned has been supplied by the board in the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Edward Frederick Burton, of London. 

‘* Tn accordance with the rules the directors and auditors 
retire from office at this October meeting, but they are 
willing to continue their services if re-elected, 

“Tn conclusion, the dire-cors, while sensible that there is 
much to be accomplished, look forward hopefully to the 
future progress of this association, believing that the feeli: 
of philanthropy which have helped the institution thus far 
prosperously on its way, will not fail or relax until the work 
is completed,jand the institution made worthy of the pro- 
fession with which it is connected.” 

The CuatpMan, in moving the ee of the report, 
made a few intreductory observations relative to the objects 
of the societyg and concluded with reading a letter from Mr. 
Edward Banuer,: of liverpool, expressing his great dis- 
appointment at. being prevented, by theillpess of his parts 
ner, from attending the meeting, but enclosing a donation 
of ten guineas towardsrtii¢ society's funds. :'The report was 
unanimously adopted. he ew « oe f 

Mr. Payne (of Live ), Wading to the comparatiy, 
small number of soliceoee che ted enrolled peat 
members of the association,] pointed out the 1ditdihiigtance 
that in Canterbury and severalrOther towns thé 
not been taken up as freely as’ it’ ought me we oo to 
he number ~ ae a. As anvil ed 
what might “be . done a li exertion! ationgst «the 
friends bd the charity, I unde in a listd 4 
and , subscriptions’ amotinting ‘t6 forty-two: guineas; aviiic 
he had been enabled, to collect within the: last feweweeks; 
and he ‘edncitdéd: by propbsitig:“sThat this. thesting is 

tified withthe progress of::the: society, and! -commends 
its objects to the support of thé:entire profession.” « 

Mr. Summerscaes (of Oldham) seconded the resolution, 
and ft was carried. 

Mr. H. Sankey (of Canterbury) stated, in reply to. Mr. 
Payne’s assertion, that in Unulteftaary: thede iwere“only four- 
teen practitioners (and‘not twenty-one ds had been:stated), 
of whom six were subscribers, two.of:that»mumber bein; 
entered as residing in Ashford; thétefore he:thought muc 
complaint could not be made of Can we! 

Mr. Surru (ofGreenwich), proposed. ‘thatthe word ‘any’ 
be inserted at the end of the ténth'line of rule two, and the 
substitution of the words ‘whosé ‘names liad at any time 
been on the roll of attorneys for E d and Wales,’ for thé 
words ‘who were not members at the time of dedth’ in the 
eleventh and twelfth lines.” The subject had; he said, 
arisen from the peculiar case of a gentleman who had been 
in the profession dying abroad, after an absence “of a few 
years, during which time he had ceased to practice. Shortly 
afterwards his wife and family appealed to them: for assist- 
ance, but they did not feel in a position to grant her re- 
quest; It wasto meet such cases, and others — de- 
serving, that the alteration was proposed to take place. 





Mr. Kennepy (of London), in seconding the motiog, 
indorsed the sentiments of the last speaker. 

Mr. FE. Benuam (of London) thought the alteration 
would be injurious, and could not be well carried out with 
their present income, and he concluded by propos 
‘* That the association proceed with the consideration of the 
next question.” 

Mr. Furey (of Ashford) seconded, and suggested that no 
non-members should be relieved until the annual i 
amounted to £2,000. Such a procedure would, he stated, 
be an inducement to many persons to become enrolled; 
Similar institutions were connected with the Church, who 
never gave the like assistance to non-members ; and jf 
they could aby that course surely they might do » 
also. He vores that, at the pee time, it would be 
injudicious to throw open the funds in the way proposed, 

Mr. DevonsHire (of London) said it was inadvisable to 
make the proposed alteration, and submitted that the meet- 
ing had no power to do so. 

e CHAIRMAN ruled that such was not the case. They 
had the power according to the 19th rule, the prope 
notice having been given. 

Mr. ANDERTON (chairman of the board of directors) ap. 
proved of the proposition, and expressed the opinion that 
they should be happy to afford all the relief in their power, 

Mr. Payve having uttered similar sentiments, 

The motion was opposed by several speakers and on g 
show of hands there appeared—for it, twenty ; against, five: 
but it was negatived on one of the rules which stated 


that a age oa in order to be adopted, must be 


supported by three-fourths of the members present, thirty 
being in attendance. 


The following alterations were adopted :—Rule 5, the ad. 

dition, at the end of the present rule, of the words “and 
every annual member whose subscription shall be two years 
in arrear, neglecting to pay such arrears within one calendar 
month after notice in writing from the secretary, shall cease 
to be a member of the association;”’ Rule 6, the substitution. 
of the words ‘‘no member shall be eligible to be” for the 
words ‘‘no persons shall be,” in the first line; Rules 8, 
10, 16, and 17, the substitution of the words ‘‘ Spring” 
‘¢ Autumn” for the words ‘‘ April” and ‘‘ October ;” and 
Rule 18, the insertion of the word ‘‘ ordinary” before the 
word ‘‘ meetings,” in the first line ; but in Rule 19, the sub- 
stitution of the word or number ‘‘ sixteen” for the words or 
number ‘‘ twenty-four” in the fourth line, was rejected. 
The proceedings terminated with the usual votes of thanks 
to the auditors and directors, who were re-elected, and the 
game compliment to the chairman and secretary. 





OBITUARY, 


JOHN EARNSHAW, Esq. 
., This i died at Matlock, whither he had proceeded 
for the bapel t of his health, on Thursday last. . Ear 
Ww , member of the firm of Lightfoot, Earnshaw, & 
ral carrying on, business as solicitors in Hull, and in 
hi im ne had been a partner for nearly forty years. He 
was certificated in Michaelmas Term, 1818 ; was a pe 
commissioner to administer oaths ; commissioner for affidavits 
in Lancashire ; and a member of the Metropolitan and Pro 
vincial Law Association. The deceased gentleman wis 
seventy years of age at the time of his death. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


‘PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

Pursuant to the judges’ orders, the preliminary sxenee 
tion in general knowledge will take place on Wednesday the 
24th and Thursday,the 25th October, 1866, and will com- 
prise : 





1. Reading aloud a passage from some English Author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

8. English Grammar. ° 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic.—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History.—Questions on English History. 

8. Latin.—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 
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Hammond, Hannah Putt, Buross-st, Commercial-rd, Widow. Dec 12, 


New, st. 
mauaron John Sioakes, Senet, Dorset, Coach Manufacturer. 


How Mi 
baod tbum-park-rd Dec 1. Child, Paul’s Bake- 


mpshall, John, 

ore, Doctors’ yar 

Laing, Timothy, sunderland, Durham, Master Mariner. Nov 1. 
Clarkson & Co, Bell-yd, Doctors’-commons. 

Martin, Geo, Newton stile Be Manch, Innkeeper. Nov 20. Stead, 

r, Wm, Huddersfield, York, Brassfounder. Dec 12. Hesp & 

Co, Huddersfield. 

Wincott, John, Whichford, Warwick, Farmer. Dec 31. Aplin & 
Saunders, Chipping Norton. 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, Oct. 12, 1866. 
Adams, Jas, b= recap Watch and Clock Maker. Sept 18. 


Comp. Oct 1 
atkineon, gd Stockton, Durham, Auctioneer. Sept 19. Asst. 
Oct 10 
wae Arthur, Kingsland-rd, Draper. Sept 29. Comp. Reg 
Oct 10. 
Ibe. Francis Reigate, Surrey, Draper. Sept 21. er Reg Oct 9. 
Biwee, semi,’ Walton-on-Thames, Grocer. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
Oot 11. 
Bottom, Wm Hy, Nottingham, Gent. Sept 25. Com Reg Oct 10. 
Bowing, John, Woolwich, Kent, Nautical Tastramons Doelert Oct 10. 
Co} Re t 1 
proton. Walter, Cannon-st, Chemist. Oct9. Comp. Reg Oct 11. 
Campbell, Geo, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. Oct 12. Comp. Reg 


Oct 12. 
Cartli + Hanley, Stafford, Pianoforte Dealer. Oct 8. Comp. 


oath; ee Jacob Phillips somes, & Philip Cohen, Merchants, Birm. 
Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 
bay ae, Well- -st, Wellelose-sq, Clothier. Sept 14. Comp. 
g Oct 9. 


cali Hy Biggin, Exeter, Alkali Manufacturer. Oct 3. Asst. Reg 
Oct 10 
onan. Thos Geo, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Grocer. Oct 6. Comp. 


Day, Thos, 3, birm, Ale Merchant. Sept 27. Comp. Reg Oct 12. 
Pik Yor 1 David, Mincing-lane, General Merchant, & Hastings 
ks, York-st, St James’s, Merchant. Oct8. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
aaa bee Chel 
Reg Oct 12. 
jarvey, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. Sept 24. Asst. 


tenham, Gloucester, Greengrocer. 


Philip — John-st, Berkeley-sq, Merchant. Sept 14. 
1 


Asst, gz Oc’ 
Fowden, Wn, cone Comm Agent. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 11. 
—, Wm, East-rd, City-rd, Engineer. Sept 26. Comp. Reg 
Green, Edwin, Worcester, Grocer. Sept 10. Asst. Reg Oct 8. 
Hall, Isaac, Barsham, Suffolk, Farmer. Sept 26. Asst. Reg Oct 11. 
Hampton, Geo, Brighton, Builder. Sept 14. Asst. Reg Oct 12. 
Henman, hoes sot Houghton Conquest, Bedford, Farmer. Sept 22, 

mp. 0. 

Hickin, Wm, ‘Richmond, Surrey, Cook. Oct8. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Haunt, ris’ Vauxhall-bridge-rd, Cheesemonger. Oct 5. Comp. 


Reg 

Jackson Chas, President-st Suet, King’s-8q, Watch Case Maker. 
Sept 10. e? g Oct 8 

nar wiais, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
t 

er Chas, Chesterfield, Derby, Ironmonger. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
6 12, 

mast, Edwd, Vowler-st, Walworth, Accountant. Oct 9. Comp. 

1, 
ar Natees Old-st, St Luke’s, Gold Refiner. Sept 10. Comp. Reg 


Lewis, Mary, Bradford, Wilts, Baker. Sept 25. Asst. Reg Oct 11. 
Lyall, >, Walcott, nr North Walsham, Norfolk. July, 13. Asst. 


api da John Wm, Bristol, Watchmaker. Sept 22. Comp. Reg 
ry i Peter, Neath, Glamorgan, Draper. Sept 18, Asst. Reg 
Marshall Sam Boyes, Philip-lane, Fancy Box Manufacturer. Oct 9. 
Asst. Reg Oct 1 
» Geo, & bl Martin, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Tailors. Sept 
25. Asst. Reg Oct 11 
ae. Thos, Thanet-pl, Temple-bar, Tailor. Oct 2. Comp. Reg 
— Sao, jams Richmond-rd, Dalston, Comm Clerk. Oct 10, Comp. 


‘Ogden, Hiram, Manch, Chemist. Sept 29. Comp, Be ig Oct 10. 
Falmer, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Coachbuilder. Get 6. Comp. 


Hy a rd Se Maint, Crane-ct, Fleet-st, Wholesale Stationer. 

= Rob, John Tiley, Bradford, York, Sept 17, Comp. Reg 

Pip Thos, Skinner-st, Snow-hill, Gas Engineer. Sept 25, Comp. 

Plummer, Benj, jun, » Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant, Sept 14. Asst. 

ss, John Hutin, Kingston upon-Hull, Boot-top Manufacturer. 
Sept 17, Asst. Reg Oct 1 

— Sek, John, ,Globe-yd, South Molton-st,Gunmaker. Oct8. Comp. 


Pybus, Geo, Sheffield, Innkeeper. Sept 17. Asst. Reg Oct 12. 


Russell, Chas, Dover-st, Hotel Keeper. Sept 12. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 


g 
Seal, hong Worship-st, Finsbury, Working Wheelwright. Sept 25. 


Com 
Gllventet, Aiea” bow Doreet-pl, Clapham-rd, Photographic Artist 
Sept 24, Comp. Reg Oct | wakes . sind 





oa, Chas, Lpool, Licensed Victualier. Sept 28. Asst. Reg 

stiles, Géo, Grimsby, Lincoln, Smack Owner. Sept 15. Comp. 

Sut F Peter, Jas Sutton, & Robt Sutton, Manch, Spindle Fly Manu- 
facture: Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 12. 

By ye Geo, Judd-st, Euston-rd, Harness Maker. Oct 9. Comp. 

Thowion, Ze, Souter, , Lancaster, Schoolmistress. Sept 12. Comp. 

Underwood, Thos, Birm, Printer. Sept 14. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 


Vincent, Joseph, Bristol, Brush Maker. Oct8. Comp. Reg Oct 
bag any ory David, Preston, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Sept 17. fest. 


wild Are, , Hyde, Chester, Hat Manufacturer. Sept!3. Asst. Reg 

be sid Chas, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Oct 2. Comp. Reg 
t 

be 4 Thos, Tottenham-ct-rd, Cutler. Oct 6. Comp. Reg 
t 10. 


Turspay, Oct. 16, 1866. 
aan Soo David, Carshalton, Surrey, Miller. Sept 3. Comp 
Reg 
Bagg, Robt Hy, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Draper. Sept 21. 
Asst. Reg Oct 16. 

Barneveld, Barend Johannes, & Hendrik Josephus Muller, Lamb-st, 
Spitalfields, Provision Merchants. Oct 15. Comp. Reg Oct 16. 
Bayston, Sophia, Boun’ rd, St. John’s-wood, Schoolmistress. Oct 

9. Comp. Reg Oct 1 
Boulton, Wm, Leicester, roien Merchant. Oct9. Asst. Reg Oct 13, 
Bryan, Fredk yo ead 8 End, Tipton, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 29. 
mp. 
yeas, —s: Barnard Castle, Durham, Woollendraper. Sept 21. Asst. 
4 
oe Thos, Hanley, Stafford, Music Seller. Oct 9. Comp. Reg 
Clark, Harry, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Oct 13. 
Comp. Reg Oct 15. 
Constable, Thos, Hereford, Grocer. Sept 20. Asst. Reg Oct 16. 
Constable, Wm Edwd, Crystal P, rd, Peckham, Contractor. Oct 
10. Comp. Reg Oct 16. 
Deane, John Geo, Newbury, Berks, Coachbuilder. Oct4. Comp. Reg 


Oct 16. 
em Pg Fleetwood, Lancaster, Bootmaker. Sept 18. Asst. 


ea Geo, Swaffham, Norfolk, Chemist. Sept 19. Asst. Reg 


nee Jas, jun, Threadneedle-st, Insurance Agent. Oct 8. Comp. 

e; 

Fernley, jas, “Manch, Cotton Dealer. Oct 11. Comp. Reg Oct 13. 

Foster, David, Little Grove-st, New —— st, Marylebone, Cab Pro- 
rietor. Oct 10. Comp. Reg Oct 1 

Fuller, John Hy, Lpool, Chemist. Oct 12, Comp. Reg Oct 16. 

bate Edwd §; iisbary, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Oct 1. In- 

torship. Reg 
Halle, 8 Sam! Brawn, a No le rd, Ironmonger. Oct 10. Asst. Reg 


Hedges, ‘Jas, Leicester, Hat Manufacturer. Oct 8. Asst. Reg Oct 13. 

Ho s.G Gilbert, Stafford,Gent. Sept is. Comp. Reg Oct 15. 

a = 4 os, Walker, Northumberland, Grocer. Sept 18. Asst. 

Houlding, F Frances, Almorah-rd, Islington, Milliner. Oct 1. Comp. 
eg 

Haat, Wan, "Preston, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Sept 15. Cony. Reg 


Hurst, John Reed, Lpool, Biscuit Manufacturer. Sept 19. Reg Oct 12. 

Koch, ‘John Edwd Campbell, South Sea-house, ees Money 
Dealer. Sept 19. Inspectorship. Reg Oct 15 

a Chas, Lpool, Chandelier Hanatatarer. “sept 15, Asst. Reg 


Lucas, Alfred, Hanley, Stafford, Tailor. Oct 4. Asst. Reg Oct 12, 
Macfie, Archibald, Birm, Draper. Sept 20. Asst. Reg Oct 16. 
—— Wm Reg Sunderland. Durham, Plumber. Sept 25. 
mp 
Moses, "iach, Cat Cutler-st, Houndsditch, Clothier. Oct 11. Comp. 
t 16 


Reg 
Nicholson, Atkin, Thorne, York, Tailor, Sept 14. Comp. Reg Oct 12, 
= rae, Holloway ster, Holloway, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 3. 
‘om e 
=. m, Homeyborough, Pembroke, Labourer. Oct6. Asst. Reg 


Paine, Dy. Gloucester, Grocer. Oct 13. oat: Reg Oct 16. 
— hs Lay Sl he Bromwich, Stafford, Ironmonger. Sept 27. 


Ratherford, ae John, Shipley, York, Surgeon. Sept 20. Comp. 


Oct 13. 
Tare Robt, Leeds, Grocer. Oct9. Asst. Reg Oct 1 
Thywissen, Frank, Cheapside, Lace Dealer. Oct ti. Comp. Reg 


t 16, 

Tomlin, Joseph Thos, Chatham, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Oct 2. 
Conv. Reg Oct 15. 

Tucker, Sami Blatchford, Buckingham-st, Strand, Merchant. Sept 
26. Comp. ae be 

bal llo-rd, Kensington-park, Oilman. Oct ll. Comp. 


Oct 
= Sem pein Loughborough, Leicester, Builder. Sept 15. 


Asst. Reg Oc 
Willan, Robt, Blackburn, Lancaster, Machine Maker. Oct ll. Asst. 
tl 
Woodman, Hy, Stephen Oliver, & Geo Chas Rivers, Aldermanbury, 
Warehousemen. Oct ll. Comp. Reg Oct 13. 


Bankruypts. 
Farpay, Oot. 12, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 


Darnes, Joseph Hy, Canterbury-rd, Brixton, Builder, Pet Sept 26. 
Oct 24 at 11, Howard, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 
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Berry, eel a ai Milliner. Pet Oct 9, Oct 30at ll. Peek & 


Co, Basin; 
Birkett, Hy] Pell, het cottages, Orchard-st Old Town, 
Journeyman House Painter. Pet Oct 8. - 25 at 12. Mason, 


Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 

Brocksopp, Felix, Tadeat-ot, Westminster, Cheesemonger. Pet Oct 
9. Oct 25at1. Silvester, Great Dover-st. 

nee. Isaac, sen, Thames Ditton, Farmer. Pet Oct9. Oct 25 at 1. 

shall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Dansie, Thos, High-st, Southwark, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 9. 
Oct 25 at 12. Freston, ree oe Strand, 

Deaken, Chas, & Wm Hy Williams ksby-st Islington, Fruit and 
— Merchants. Pet Oct 8. ” Ook 20 at 13. Rice, Finsbury-pl- 
sout! 

Dunn, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 6 (for pau). Oct 
25 at 11. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Flowers, Jas John, Reading, Grocer. Pet Oct 8. Oct 25atil. Doyle, 
Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Gough, Kedgwin Hoskins, Parliament-st, Wonca’ Attorney, 
Pet Aug 22. Oct 30at11. Terry, King-st, 

Gray, John, Regent-sq, out of business. Pet Oct B. Oct 25 at 11. 
Briant, Winchester-house, Old Broad-st. 

—4, erg Keepers. 


Hone, Matilda, & John Bidder, Milner- 
Pet Oct 10. Oct 30at 11. Messrs Mu 
ham, Tailor. Pet Oct 10. Oct 30 at ll. 


y sew Church-) -pasenge, Gresham-st. 

March, ie chd Litre » Basinghall-st, Accountant. Pet Oct 9. Oct 25 
ati. Empson, Moorgate-st. 

Miller, Fredk, Charles-st, Hackney-rd, Brewer. Pet Oct8. Oct 24 at 
ll, Munday, Basing’ hall-st. 

Page, John, Prisoner Sor Debt, London. Pet Oct 6 (for pau). Oct 25 
at il. Bigby, Coleman-st. 

Poulson, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 9. Oct 24 at Il. 
Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 

Rice, Wm, Rotherhithe-wall, Fruiterer. Pet Oct 10. Oct 30 at Il. 
Tower, Lower Thames-st. 

Ticehurst, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Carpenter. Pet Oct 10. Oct 30 at 

Marshall, Lincoln’ s-inn- fields. 

Watking Edwin, cna ye South Lambeth, Grainer. Pet Oct 8. 
Oct 25 at 12. Tower, Lower Thames-st. 

Webb, Hy Wm, Farnboro’-pl, Battersea, Undertaker. Pet Oct 8. Oct 

5atl2. Morris, Leicester-sq. 

West , Wm, Church-st, Woolwich,Grocer. Pet Oct 10. Oct 30 at 12. 

Bnchanan, sey ema 


Wiliiams, Hy, Princes-sq, Kennington, Journeyman Plane Maker. 
Pet Oct 9. Oct 25at1. Stacpoole, Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Allan, Matthew, Malton, York, Wine Merchant. Pet Oct 9. Leeds, 
Oct 22 at il. Bond & Barwick k, Leeds. 

Bailey, Chas Fredk, Burslem, Stafford, out of business. Pet Oct 10. 
Hanley, Oct 27 at il. Messrs Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Brookes, John, Mold, Flint, Farmer. Pet Oct 10. Lpool, Oct 23 at 12, 
Harris, Lpool. 

Brown, Hy, Doncaster, York, Saddler. Pet Oct 8. Leeds, Oct 27 at 
12. Mason, Sheffield. 

Regen, Robt, Bristol, Cordwainer. Pet Oct 8. Bristol, Nov 9 at 12. 
Nalder. 

Burwell, John Hy, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Hair Dresser. Pet Oct 9. 
Conway, Oct 29 at 12. Farrant, Llandudno, 

Manch, Comm Merchant. Pet Oct 10. Manch, 

Richardson, Manch. 

pos be Down, Somerset, Butcher. Pet Oct 8. Bath, Oct 

° Ds, 

, Worcester, Baker. Pet Oct 8. Evesham, Oct 25 at 

“Wilson, Worcester. 

Seiad Albany, Southampton, out of business. Pet Oct 8. South- 
ampton, Oct 29 at 12, key, Southampton. 

Dalgliesh, Jas, Bristol, Draper. Pet Oct 4. Bristol, Oct 24 at 11, 
Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

“— a, eee Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Sept 17. Lpool, Oct 

East, “a were Derby, Farmer. Pet Oct 6. Worksop, Oct 
27 at 12 

Evison, Geo, Goxtil, Lincoln, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Oct 9. 


Barton-on-Humber, Oct 27 at UU. 
Fox, Nathaniel, Swinford. Leicester, Tailor. Pet Oct 10. Birm, Oct 


26 at 12. James & Griffin, —. 
4, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Oct 10. 


Tis. Bt Stourbridge, 
Harrison, John, Horbury, York, Currier. Pet Oct 9. Leeds, Oct 22 
at ll. Carriss & Co, 


Isaacs, Geo, Exeter, Broker. Pet Oct 8. Exeter, Oct 23 at 11, Floud, 


meter. 

Jones, —— Crickhowell, Brecon, Ironmonger. Pet Oct %. Bristol, 
Oct 24 atil. Abbott & Bristol. 

et Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Mason, Pet Uct 6, Swansea, 
Oct 22 at3. Field, Swansea. 

Jones, Wm, Liandudno, Carnarvon, Joiner. Pet Oct 9, Conway, 


, Brockmoor. 
Stourbridge, Oct 29 at io. 


Oct 29 at 12. Jones, Conw: aq A 

Kemp, Eamd, h, York, Grocer, Pet Oct 5. Stockton- 
on-Tees, Oct 24 at 11. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 

Lewis, Lewis, A mouth, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Oct 


th, Mon 
% Tredegar, Oct 77 at 12, Harris, Tredegar. 
Lomax. Jobm, jan, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Oct 
16, Manch, Oct 26 at 12, ‘Storer, Manch. 
Mallinaon, Jas Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 4. Shef- 
field, Oct 25 at 1. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 
Yann, John, om, Chester, out of business, Pet Oct 11. Congle- 


et Cet 2 at 2. Cooper Congleton, 
Perker, hoth , Shepton Mallet, Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 6, 


Wells, Oct 22 at 12, alder 
Varker, Win Ldw4, Bristol, Comm Agent. Pet Oct 10, Bristol, Nov 


9ati2, Thick. 


}:erman, Clandins, twansea, Glamorgan, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
et 9 Awanses, Oct 22 at 2%, Morris, 
3 rice, © mm, Vedisinater, Romerset, Grocer. 


annen. 
Pet Oct 6, Bristol, Mov 


Rabbitts, Chas, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 9 
Wimborne Minster, Oct 26 at 11. ‘Tanner, Wimborne Minster, 
Reed, Chas Elliott, Middlesbrough, York, Grocer. Pet Oct 10. Stodk, 
ton-on-Tees, Oct 24 at 11. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 

Reed, John, South Stockton, York, Journeyman Shoemaker, Py 
Oot 8. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 24 at 11. Clemmet, Stockton.on. 


Riley, John, Sutton, nr St Helen’s, Tenmeeset, Labourer. Pet Oct 19, 
St Helen’s, Oct 27 at 11. Swift, St H 
Pid Martin, Prisoner for’ Debt, Manche "Pet Oct 3 (for pau). Mangh, 
Oct 23 at 9.30. Law, Manch. 

Standley, Thos, Oldbury, —— File Cutter. Pet Oct 5, Old 
bury, Oct Ly atll. Pi 

Stevenson, Geo, Sheffield, orn "Miller. Pet Oct 10. Leeds, Oct 274 
12. Binney & Son, Sheffield 

To ,Saml, Congleton, Chester, Betekiegse. Pet Oct 6. Congle. 
ton, yt 20 at 3. ashington, _— leton. 

Waghorn, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet Oct 2. Maidstone, 
Oct 22 at 3.30. Morgan, Maidstone 

= Chas John, Sandbach, hheeney Pet Oct 9. Lpool, Oct 26 a 


Harris, Lpool. 
Wood, Fredk, Thetford, Norfolk, Papermaker. Pet Oct 2. Ruthin, 
Oct 23 at 11. Louis, Ruthin 
Wootton, John, Worcester, Builder. Pet Oct 9. Worcester, Oct 24 at 
11. Devereux, Worcester. 
TuxspaY, Oct. 16, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 

Adams, Danl, Wheathampstead, Hertford, Carrier. Pet Oct ll. Og 
$0 at 12. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 
Ames, Wm John, Cannon-st-rd, St George’s-in-the-East, Ginger Beer 
oe Pet Oct 13. Oct 31 at LI. Steadman, Mason’s-avenng, 

leman-s' 
Bamford, Hy Foord, Bell Tavern, Exeter-st, Strand, Captain. Pet (ct 
13. Oct 3lat12. Pitman, Upper Stamford-st. 
Bell, By, Crescent, America-sq, Commercial Traveller. Pet Oct 12 
30 at 1. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
Binckes, Wm Edwd, Peterborough, Northampton, Tailor. Pet Oct, 
Oct 30 at |. Doyle, Verulam- buildings, Gray’s-inn. 
Croft, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 12 (for pav). Oct 
at il. Parkes, Beaufort-buildings, Strand. 
Doe, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Loudon. Pet Oct 13. Oct 31 at 11 (for pau). 
Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Hill, Richd, Arlington-st, Mornington-crescent, Cabinet Maker. Adj 
Sept 26. Oct 30at il. Leverson, Bishopsgate-st. 
Hogg, Mary Catherine, Newland-ter, Kensington, Baker. Pet Octl2 
Get 30 30 at 1. Marshall, Lawrence Pountney-lane. 
Holloway, Benj, Merton, Surrey, Bread Baker. Pet Oct 12. Oct 80a 
1, Begbie, Essex-st, Strand. 
Kennard, John, Yottenham-ct-rd, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 12. Nov7a 
1, Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 
Offill, Thos, Litchfield-rd, Tredegar-sq, Bow, out of employment, Pe 
Oct 12. Oct 3iat1ll. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 
Parker, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Oct 11 (for pan). Oct 

30 at 12. Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Scruby, John Rayner Hanchett, Richmond-pl, North-end, Fulham, 

oe gd Pet Oct 11. Oct 30 at 12, nomas, Moor-park-ter, 


ulham 
Stokes, Richd, Victoria-grove, Chelsea, Comm Agent, Pet Oct Ii, 
Oct 39at 1. Hare & Whitfield, Mitre-court, Temple. 

Tant, John, Clarendon-pl, Notting-hill, , Dairyman. Pet Oct 12. Os 
31 at11, Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Adams, Wm Hooper, Southampton, out of a Pet Oct 1% 

Southampton, Oct 31 at 12. Mackey, Southampto 

Aldam, Hy, Sheffield, Machine To Lioser. Pot Sept 25, Sheffield, 

Nov 7 at 12. Micklethwaite, She: 

Beament, Geo, Long Critchell, peonek,: il Pet Oot 12. Wimborm 

Minster, Oct 26 at 11. Tanner, Wimborne Minste 

Berridge, John, Leicester, Grocer. Pet Oct 11, Leicester Oct 7 at it. 
Durrant, Leicester. 

Bryant, poses, Colchester, Es-ex, Linendraper. Pet Oct 12. Od 
chester, Oct 27 at 11.30. i 

Butcher, John Wm, Leominster, Hereford, Silversmith. Pet Oot ih 
Birm, Oct 31 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Butterworth, Edmd, Mexborough, York Grocer. Pet Oct 12, Lees 
Oct 27 at 12, Marsh & Edwards, Rotherham 

Carloss, on Lpool, —- Victualler. ry Oct 12. Lpool, Oct # 
at 12. asters, 

Charlton, John, Mat lock, nant’, Pet Oct 9, Wirksworth, Novi 
at ll. f'almer, Matlock Bath 

Charles, Arthur, Abbots Bromley, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Och 
Uttoxeter, Oct 27 at 11. Palmer, Rugeley. 

Davis, Stephen, Worcester, Bricklayer. Pet Oct 13. Worcester, 06 
3iatli. Corbet, Kidderminster. 

Fairhurst, Thos, Lincoln, Engine Driver. Pet Oct 12, Lincoln, 
27 at 1.20. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Fishwick, Joseph, Bury, Lancaster, Woollen Manufacturer. Pet 06 
Il. Manch , Oct 29 at 11, Law, Manch. 

Fletcher, Smith, Prisoner for Beet Manch, Pet Oct 11 (for pa 


Manch, Nov 6 at 9.30, Law, M 
Forth, Clara Matilda, Worthin  Schoolmintress, PetOct12. Worle 
ing, Oct 29 ab If. Lamb, B 
Garrod, Jeremiah, Ipswich, Su Ae t Dealer. Pet Oct 9. Ipswich, Oe 
4 at , Ipswich 
Pa Joseph Cook, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Wheelwright. Pet Oc! 
Oot 30 at 11, Raby, Cardiff, 
Hall, Peter, Manch, Sg Manufacturer, Pet Oct 12, Mand 
Oct 30 at il, Wright, Ke 
Hardy, Jas, Barrow-in- Teteout jLagpaster, Barman, Pot Oct + 
aon ae Oct 26 at 10. Relph, Barro : 
m Pirie, & Gustavus Frodk Otto » Hern, Lpool, Merchanié 


it Oot 2. 1, Oct 26 nt 11, Rtty 
B pall, Joba, arith Kating-house Seer. Pot Oot 9. Ipawith 
a 





Wintle, 


9 ut 12, 





Balhers, John, Boston, Lincoln, Wine Merchant, Pot Oot 13, Bits 
Oot 90 at 11. Brown & Bon, Lincoln, 
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Hucknall, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj Oct 9. Notting 
ham, Oct 30 at 11. 7 » es 

Hndson, John, Middlesbrough, Beer Retailer. Pet Oct 8. Stockton- 
on-Tees, Oct 24.at 11. Clemmett, jun, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Hutchings, Wm, Sheffield, Confectioner. Oct 12, Sheffield, Oct 
$i atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Iniff, Sam, Lpool, Plumber. Pet Oct 4. Lpool, Oct 26 at 11. Tyrer, 


Lpool. 
Johnson, Geo Robt, Southborough,nr Tonbridge Wells, out of busi- 
ness. Pet Oct 11. Tonbridge Wells, Oct 26 at 3. Morgan, Maid- 


Lach, Hy, Curry Rivell, Somerset, out of business. Peb- Oct 10. 
Langport, Oct 29 at 11. Reed & Cook, Bri ter. 

Lewis, John, Oswestry, Salop, Hairdresser. Pet Oct 12. Oswestry, 
Oct 30at11. Jones, Wrexham. 

Martin, Wm Geo, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 10, 
Abergavenny, Oct 30 at 12. Jones, Abergavenny, 

Moss, Thos, Berry Edge, Durham, Frui Pet Oct 11. Shotley 
Bridge, Oct 31 at 10, Salkeld, Durham. 

Nicholas, Benj, Southsea, Hants, Draper’s Assistant. Pet Oct 12. 
Portsmouth, Oct 29at 11. White, Portsea. ; 

Noel, Geo Hugh, & Hy Gascoyne, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Shipbrokers. 
Pet Oct 9. Bristol, 27.at 11, Ensor, Cardiff. 

Nuttall, Thos, Rainhil) ter, Warder at Lunatic Asylum. Pet 
Oct 10, St Helen’s, Oct 27 at 11. Ramwell, Bolton. 

O'Donnell, Constantine, & Saml Wallace, Lpool, Coopers. Pet Oct 11. 
Lpool, Oct 29 at 3. Hulton, & berinem, pool, 

Phipps, Fras, Broseley, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 10. Madeley, Oct 31 at 
12, Garbett, Dawley. 

Pointon, Saml, Openshaw, nr Manch, Clerk. Pet Oct12. Manch, Nov 
sodas 1a Wes, orth Tydfil, Gl Draper. Pet Oct 4 

Probert, David Wm, yr . Glamorgan, per, e 
Bristo!, Oct 27 at 11. Reed & Co, Gresham-st. 

Rolph, Evans, Lakenheath, Suffolk, Publican. Pet Oct 13. Milden- 
hall, Oct 29. at 10. York, Newmarket. 

Salt, John Clutton Blair, Kingsnorton, Worcester, out of business, 
Pet Oct 12. Birm, Oct 26 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Storey, Abraham, New Brighton, Chester, Stationer. Pet Oct 12. 
Birkenhead, Oct 27 at 10. Bellringer, Lpool. 

ummers, John, Norwell, Fotingham, Wheelwright. Pet Oct ll. 
Newark, Oct 24at 11. Ashley, Newark. 

Swaby, Joseph, Gt Driffield, York, Fishmonger. Pet Oct 12. Gt 
Driffield, Oct 27 ab 11. Hodgson, Gt Driffield. 

Swann, Jas, Lichfield, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 12. Birm, 
Oct 26 at 12. Travis, Westbromwich. 

‘aylor, Geo, Pixley, Hereford, Coal Merchant’s Agent. Pet Oct 12. 
Birm, Oct 26 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Thackray, Horatio, Sheffield, out of business. Pet Oct 8. Sheffield, 
Oct 25 at 1, Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Vernon, John, Seacombe, Chester, Iron Ship Builder. Pet Oct 9. 
Lpool, Oct 31 at 11. Evans & Co, Lpool. . 

Wi , John, Carlisle, Comm Agent. Pet Oct 10. Carlisle, Oct 29 
at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Williams, Robt, Rhyl, Flint, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 13. St Asaph, Nov 
2at10, Roberts, St Asaph. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Oct. 12, 1866. 
Hope, Wm, Chobham-rd, Stratford, Licensed Victualler. Oct 9. 








GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions,. Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities, : 

: Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the ollowing 
orm :— 


id PxvorosaL ror LOAN ON MoRTGAGES. 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term certain, er by 
annual or other payments) 
_ Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land er build- 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the aicerny. 

By order of the Board, 


F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
Boonen & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly) 
ST 





—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
‘ATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ngs and Fishings, Farms, &e., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James’s, 8.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


HE SMOKER’S BONBON immediately and 

effectually removes the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from the Mouth 
and Breath, and renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant 
and wholesome. Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an 
eminent physician, by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale and Export Con- 
fectioners, Bethnal-green, London. One shilling per box; post free, 14 
Stamps,—Sold by Chemists, Tobacconists, &c, . 


Furst CLASS SUNDAY PAPER. — THE 
OBSERVER, established 1791, contains the fullest notice of 
every event of importance that occurs on the Saturday, together with a 
complete epitome of the news of the previous days. For the official 
und telegraphic information, as well as for original articles on ever 

subject of public interest, The Observer has always beon distinguished, 
i can be ol tiined inthe country by the carly trains on Sunday morning, 
rico, UNstamped, Sd. ; stamped, 6d,—Offlee, 170, Strand, 








LAW PRINTING. 
ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
Law AND Pustic ComPANtes Printers, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 


Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 


their Office affords for the execution of every description of Printing. 
They invite orders for— 
PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all Legal Documents. 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies, 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Auctioneers’ Catalogues, Posters, &c, 
BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 
PER 4s, 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 
Price IF puT To ACcounNT, 


10 Copies. Copies. Copi 


20 30 Copies. 50 es. 
8 pages........£2 23. 0s. £2 33. 6d. £243.6d. £2 6s. 6d 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


FPRELOAR. 








| Gaede poe MANUFACTURER. 





N? 67, LUDGATE-HILL. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over-Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 


~sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 


to Sterling Silver. . Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King’ 
£s. 4, £34 £8 4. 
‘Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 Qandil 18 0 
Dessert ditto .......s00.. 1 0 Oand! 0 0 
Table Spoons ...-++.se05. 110 OQandl ils 0 
Dessert ditto ............ 1 0 Qandil 10 0 1 
Tea Spoons ......sesee002. O12 QandO18s 0 1 3 6 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver, .A Sample Tea Spoon fers 
warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


YO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orcors ebove £2 sent carriage free 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSEis the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Tron Fenders, $s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, 6d. set of three; elegant sg sod Maché ditto, 25s. the set. ots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s, 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s, 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 











As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catal , with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Fu Tonmon + 

ry, &c. Maybe had gratis or free. Every article in plain 

ures at the same low prices which their establishment has been 
jebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


rail. 
- RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


‘London Gazette” (published by authority) and London and Country 
Advertisement Office, No. 119, Chanocery-lane, } 

ENRY GREEN (many years with the late 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

Profession to the advant of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty in the special insertion ef all pro forma notices, &e., and 

hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B, One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitade assured. 


HILLIPS & COMPANY'S TEAS ARE BEST 
AND CHEAPEST. STRONG to PINE BLACK TBA, 1s. 6d., 
%s., 2s, Gd., 88,, 88, dd, Most Delicious Black Teais now only $s, 6a. 4 

re Pure, Rich, Rare, Choice Cotfee, Is, 4d., Is, Gd., Is. 8@, PHTLLL 

CO., Tea Mencitanra, 8, King William-street, City, London, B.C. 
A price current free, Sugars at market prices. 

PHILLIPS & CO, send all goods Carriage Free within eight miles 
No, 8, King Wiltlam-street; 408, worth Free to any Railway 
Station or Market Town in England, Phillips & Co, have no agents, nor 

















any comrexton with any housedn Worcester or Swansea, 
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NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND, 


BISHOPSGATE STREET, corner 


or THREADNEEDLE STREET. 





The Directors beg to give notice, that the following BRANCHES of this Establishment are NOW OPEN for the 


transaction of Banking Business:— 


St. James’s Branch, at No. 14, Waterloo Place, Pall Mall. 
Marylebone Branch, at No. 28, Baker Street. 
Islington Branch, at No. 173, Upper Street. 


2 ATEINSON, } Joint General Managers. 





NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF 
ENGLAND 


(ESTABLISHED IN 


THE YEAR 1833). 


OPENED 


FOR 


THE TRANSACTION OF BANKING BUSINESS IN LONDON, 
ON THE 1l0ra JANUARY, 1866, 


AT THE HEAD OFFICE, 


BISHOPSGATE STREET, 


Corner of Threadneedle Street. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL . 

PAID-UP CAPITAL , : . ‘ 

RESERVED FUND ‘ 
NUMBER OF 


SHAREHOLDERS 


£2,100,000 

; 1,080,000 

y 286,012 
. 1,908 





THE NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 


Having numerous branches in England and Wales, as well as agents and correspondents at home and abroad, affords great 
facilities to parties transacting banking business with it in London. 
Customers keeping accounts with the Bank in town may have moneys paid to their credit at its various Branches, and 


remitted free of charge. 


CURRENT ACCOUNTS are conducted at the Head Office and London Branches on the usual terms of London 


anks. 
DEPOSITS at INTEREST are received of sums ot £10 and upwards, for which receipts are granted, called 
Deposit Receipts, and Interest is allowed according to the value of money, from time to time, as advertised by the 


Bank in the Newspapers. 


The AGENCY of COUNTRY and FOREIGN BANKS, whether joint-stock or private, is undertaken. 


Custom 


The OFFICERS of the BANK are bound to as fr 
COPIES of the 32rd ANNUAL REPORT of the Bank, 
be had on application at the Head Office, and at the Branches. 


PURCHASES and SALES are effected in all British and Foreign Stocks; and Dividends, Annuities, &c., received for 


ers. 
CIRCULAR NOTES are now ready for issue and can be obtained on application, 
ards the transactions of its Customers, 


of Shareholders, Branches, Agents, and Correspondents, may 


By order of the Directors, 


A. ROBERTSON, 


E. ATKINSON, Joint General Managers. 





In 12mo., price 186., cloth, | 


RCHBOLD’S BANKRUPT LAW.—The New | 

Law of Bankruptcy, with the General Orders of the Beokeentey j 

‘Court and County Courts, with the decided cases to September, i: 

a — FREDERICK ARCHELOLD, Esq, Barrister-at-Law, Second 
on. 


London: Suepsr, Marsuatt, & Cc., and al) Booksellers. 





In 12mo, price £1 1s. Cloth. 


RCHBOLD’S CRIMINAL STATUTES.—The 

ConsNidsted Criminal Statutes of and Ireland, with 

Botes, Form of Indictment, and Evidence, y JOHN FREDERICK 
ABRCHEBOLD, Esq, Barrister-at-Lew, 


London: Simrxiw, Mansus.y, & Co., and a)i Booksellers. 





On the 204 November will be published, in two vols, royal 6vo., 
Third edition. 


HITE & TUDOR’S LEADING CASES IN 

EQUITY. Ascection of Leading Cases in Equity, with Notes, 

. Vo. L~By FEEDESICK THOMAS WHITE and 

OWEN DAVIES TUDOR, Eegrs,, of the Middle Temple, Barristers-at- 

Law. Vol. 1 —By OWEM DAVIES TUDOL, Eag,, of the Middle Temple, 
Garritter-st-Lew, 


can have a n of their 
| fixed days without extra charge. 





Wusssm Usxwess, 32, Lell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, 


— 
In fep. 8v0. pp. 880, price 10s. 6d. cloth, 


HE CABINET LAWYER.—A Popular Digest 
of the Laws of England, Civil, Criminal, and Constitutional: im 
tended for Practical Use and Genera! Information, and adapted for the 
Reference of Solicitors, Attorneys, Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, 
Members of Parli t, and Country Gentlemen. Twenty-second Eél 
tion, entirely recomposed, and prongs down by the Author to the close 
of the Parliamentary Session of 1864, 
London + Lonamams, Garen, & Co,, Paternoster-row. 


RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY, 
Established 1850, Capital £100,000, 


erty trayelling, or having special engagements to meet, 
Rents remitted or paid to their credit on 








pe 


Owners of Pr 


Office, 3, Charlotte-row, Mansion House, 


(CHAMBERS —Wanted “by a Barrister,’ Business 
Chambers, either in the Temple or Ldncoln’s-inn, One room, 
oo 9 of clerk's room, &c., preferred, Address, B. A,O., 77, Chancery- 








O EXECUTORS AND OTHERS,—Plate, Gold 
Trinkets, aud Diamonds bought for the fall value in cash by 


J, Pannen, Jeweller and Watchmaker, 45, Southampton-row, Bloomsbury- 
Lstablished 1436, 





